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The EyRE PROSECUTION CoMMITTEE have, it seems, 
lately resorted to the expedient of requesting the At- 
torney-General to institute criminal proceedings (by 
filing @ criminal information) against Mr. Eyre. We 
have written much on the Jamaica question and adhere 
firmly to everything we have printed on the subject. 
Without here entering into any statement of opinion 
on the merits of the cases which came before the Middle- 
sex grand jury and the Shropshire justices, we say that 
we can conceive no ground on which the having their case 
brought before a legal tribunal could be esteemed a hard- 
ship to Messrs. Eyre, Brand, or Nelson. Assuming for a 
moment that thein vestigation mustinevitably have resulted 
in an acquittal, we see no cause of complaint. A captain 
in her Majesty’s service, if he loses his ship from the 
most undoubted “circumstances beyond his control,” 
has to submit to a court-martial, and no one thinks 
this a hardship upon him. Upon the merits of the 
Jamaica question we do not now enter, but we think 
that the matter had better be left as it is, and that the 
Prosecution Committee having done what they had done 
up to this point, had better not have taken this step. 
The matter has been brought to apoint at which it might 
very well be allowed to rest, 

The Middlesex Grand Jury ignored the bill against 
Messrs, Nelson and Brand. We do not here express any 
opinions as to whether they were right or wrong in doing 
90, Against Mr, Eyre no indictment has been preferred 
before them. If the Prosecution Committee thought it 
possible that another Middlesex jury might have returned 
a different verdict from that of the twelve who were 
empanelled to try Messra. Nelson and Brand, it was open 
to them to prefer an indictment against Mr. Eyre in 
order to try the question; apparently, however, they 
have not thought so. If, on the other hand, it be cer- 
tain to their minds that the jury will not take their view, 
the matter is at an end. 

One ee thing has resulted from what has taken 
place. We have received from the Lord Chief Justice 
& most able exposition of the legal value and history of 

martial law.” We think no good can be served by 
worrying the matter further. 














Miss Lonaworru’s FINAL APPEAL to the House of 
was on Tuesday last dismissed. The Lord Chan- 
Sear falivered judgment at considerable length, Lord 
hs Worth signified his concurrence with the decision in 
wer words, and Lord Colonsay did little more than 
barely express his acquiescence, Lord Westbury, who was 
t, said. he had not intended to give any vote; he 
been absent during the argument in consequence of 
hestio affliction, He had, however, heard the ap- 
mys and would have striven to attend dur- 
tho rest of the argument had he felt any reasonable 
fs bea believing that the appeal could be sustained. 
gworth now petitions the House of Lords, 

her 


the composition of the Court which sat on 
Appeal, and the withdrawal of Lord Westbury, 


and proceeds to say that Lord Colonsay, having been 
one of the. judges of the Court which gave the 
decision appealed from, ought not to have sat to 
hear an appeal from his own decision. There being but 
two other judges left, Miss Longworth submits that the 
Court was not properly constituted according to the prac- 
tice and requirements of Parliament, and prays to have 
her appeal re-argued. 


A QUESTION has already been raised on the construc- 
tion of the new Act enabling the Lords Justices to sit 
separately, viz., one Lord Justice alone has jurisdiction to 
hear appeals from decrees made upon motion for decree. 

It will be remembered that the exception in the Act 
is “decrees made on the hearing of acause or onfurther . 
consideration.” ~ 

An appeal from a decree for an injunction restrain- 
ing the pollution of a stream, made by Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart in July, 1866, in the case of Bawendale v. 

‘MeMurray, was argued at great length before the Lords 
Justices Turner and Cairns, and judgment was reserved 
but had not been delivered before the death of the 
former learned judge. After the new Act was passed 
the case was set down before Lord Cairns alone. An ob- 
jection was then raised by Sir R. Palmer on behalf of the 
appeliant, that his lordship alone had no jurisdiction 
under the Act to hear an appeal from a decree, even 
though it had been made upon motion for decree, His 
lordship said that he had not any doubt as to his juris- 
diction, but that if the parties were not satisfied, and as 
it was important to throw no obstacle in the way of 
their appealing to the House of Lords, the case should 
be placed in the paper before both the Lords Justices. 
This was accordingly done, and when the appeal was for- 
mally re-opened Lord Cairnstook the opportunity ofstating, 
with reference to future cases of the same kind, that he 
had had an opportunity of conferring with the Lord 
Chancellor and the Lord Justice Rolt, and that they were 
all clearly of opinion that the words “ hearing of a cause ”’ 
were used in the new Actin the technical sense which 
had been previously attached to them in other Acts. 
There was a well-known technical distinction between 
filing replication and setting down the cause or motion 
for decree, which was not technically the hearing of the 
cause, and there could be no doubt as to the jurisdiction 
of one member of the Court under the new Act to hear 
an appeal in the latter case. Lord Justice Rolt said 
that he thought there could be no doubt as to the mean- 
ing of the words used in the Act. The distinction had 
always been kept up between a decree made on the 
hearing of a cause, and a decree made upon motion 
for decree. 

However absurd the result of this distinction may be, 
there can, we think, be no doubt that it is technically 
correct, There may, however, be ground for rejoicing 
at the existence of this absurd result, as it may lead to 
the speedy repeal of an Act which appears to us likely 
to lead in other ways to very unfortunate consequencea, 


A SHORT TIME ago we recorded (supra, p, 828), a meet- 
ing of the Edinburgh law clerks, which was convened for 
the purpose of taking steps towards the shortening of 
their hours of labour, and considering the presenta- 
tion of petitions to the various legal societies, A meet- 
ing of solicitors of the Supreme Courts has recently been 
held for the purpose of considering a petition of the law 
clerks, craving the members of the society to recommend 
their members to dispense with the evening attendance 
of their clerks during the autumn; and we ave happy to 
see that the society have unanimously resolved on a reocom- 
mendation to their members, to try and arrange matters 
so that during the vacation the evenings, after 5 pm., 
shall be at the disposal of their clerks. 


THe ELRVENTH ANNUAL Mestine of the National 
Association for the Promotion of Social Soience will be 





held at Belfast from the 18th to the 25th of September, 
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when the following special questions will be discussed in 
the three sections of the Department of Jurisprudence 
and Amendment of the Law :— 

Section A.—INTERNATIONAL Law. 

1, Is it desirable that there should be an International 
Currency ? and if so,on what basis ? 

2. Is it desirable to establish a general system of Inter- 
national Arbitration ? and, if so, on what principle should 
it be organised ? 

Section B.—MunicipaL Law. 

1. On what points should the Laws and Procedure of 
England and Ireland be assimilated ? 

2. Is it desirable to establish a Court of Criminal Appeal 
on the facts? and, if so, on what plan ? 

3. How far is it desirable to further centralise or 
localise the Administration of Justice ? 

Section C.— REPRESSION OF CRIME. 

1, What better measures can be adopted for the Re- 
pression of Crimes of Violence against the person ? 

2. How can the organisation of our Police be improved 
with a view to the more effectual Repression of Crime ? 


Mr. RauPx AuGcustus BENSON, of the Inner Temple, 
and of the Oxford Circuit, is to succeed the Hon. G. C. 
Norton as magistrate of the Lambeth Police Court. 


THE LAST NUMBER of the Quarterly Review contains 
some very novel and even eccentric suggestions for the 
New Law Courts, together, however, with many just and 
valuable criticisms on the submitted designs. The 
writer objects very much to what he terms rather con- 
temptuously a Palace of Justice, consisting of a vast 
honeycomb of rooms and galleries, in which the courts 
will be embedded, and which will present to the spectator 
who is not adventurous enough to seek a coup d’e@il from 
the car of a balloon a facade either heavy and monotonous, 
or broken up into galleries in which no one is intended 
to walk, and adorned with statuary and decorations soon 
to become undistinguishable under the influence of a 
London atmosphere, In striking contrast to this picture 
he recommends that the courts should be isolated, each 
constituting an open quadrangle, whatever that may 
mean, and surrounded by its offices, like Saturn with its 
rings, and, as a substitute for the much abused facade, 
he proposes as a happy combination of mediwvalism and 
nineteenth century economy, a row of gabled houses with 
the basement floors converted into shops, gate of justice, 
it is true, being in the centre of the row, to indicate 
what is to be found behind. One of the great merits 
of his plan he finds in the opportunity it offers of en- 
trusting the courts and houses to different architects, 
and thereby ensuring excellence from the competition, 
and at least variety. The obvious practical uselessness 
of these recommendations, as well as the rhetoric of the 
article in question, induce us to attribute it to a well- 
known art critic, who, in the capacity of social reformer, 
recently proposed that by legislative provisions all married 
persons should during the first seven years of their 
married life enjoy a fixed annuity, neither more nor less, 
no marriage being permitted without the sanction of 
the State. With some of the destructive portions of the 
article, however, we cordially agree, and, not to dwell 
upon the details, such as ventilation, size of courts, &c., 
we must confess that we find in all the designs too 
much of the imitative and too little of. the inventive 
faculty displayed. That the critic is. unsparing, the 
following passage, referring to Mr. Waterhouse’s central 
hall, will show :—“It has the glass roof and crossing 
bridges of a railway station, over two ranges of model 
lodging-houses, tricked out with orange trees and 
oleanders, from a continental hotel-yard, from which 
extend lengths of dark crypt, described as corridors.” 
But, allowing for much exaggeration, the article deserves 
perusal. 


ISN COMMITTEE of supply in the House of Commons 
Mr. Esmonde recently called attention to the fact that 





gentlemen intending to be called to the bar in Irélang 
paid a stamp duty taere, which was supposed to be en, 
to cover the expense of the stamp required on at 
certain necessary attendances in the Inns of Court jp 
England. Nevertheless, the stamp duty was demandj 
from them in England, and then they had to go thr 
some circuitous process to get the money repaid to them, 
Mr. Hunt was not aware that that was the case, but thy 
subject would be inquired into if the hon, membemsen; 
a@ memorandum respecting it to the Treasury. —Supra, 
. 896. 
" There can be no doubt that this is so, and it is no 
very easy to say how it is to be avoided. There is g 
stamp duty on admission to the Inns of Court in Eng. 
land payable when a gentleman is called to the bar here, 
another and different duty payable in Ireland. If a student 
admitted here does not get called to the bar here, bat 
does get called,and pay, in Ireland, he gets back his 
duty paid in England ; but as, in case he goes on to call 
here, which many do, he is properly chargeable, it is not 
easy to suggest how payment in the first instance is tp 
be dispensed with. 


WE POINTED OUT (supra p. 888), four instances on 
three separate circuits, occurring in one week, where the — 
business was trifling and apparently not such. as tp 
warrant the attendance of the judges. The jndicial 
statistics do not show the amount of business annually 
transacted at each town, but in 1863 the causes entered 
for trial on the Norfolk Circuit amounted to only 54 (of 
which 48 were tried), on the South Wales to only 35 (of 
which 29 were tried), and on the North Wales to 4 
(of which 43 were tried). In 1864 the numbers were— 
on the Norfolk Circuit, 76 entered and 60 tried ; on the 
South Wales, 47 entered and 36 tried ; and on the North 
Wales, 62 entered and 54 tried. On the Norfolk Circuit 
there are nine Assize towns, on the South Wales six, and 
on the North Wales seven, and taking the yearly average 
for the Norfolk at 65 (the half of 54 and 76), for the 
South Wales at 41 (the half of 35 and 47), and for the 
North Wales at 53 (the half of 45 and 62), it would 
appear that there is an average amount of causes entered 
for trial at each Assize town as follows :—on the Nor 
folk Circuit, seven ; on the South Wales, seven ; and on 
the North Wales, seven. Of course the business at the 
different towns is very unequally distributed. 

The Norfolk Circuit continues to produce but, little 
business at the present Assizes. Northampton producel 
but two causes and 13 prisoners, “ whose offences” we are 
told “were not of a very heavy character ;’”’ and Ayle 
bury, three causes, and 19 prisoners. On the Northen 
Circuit it appears the Newcastle business was “ very 
light.” On the Home, it seems, the Chelmsford busines 
was unimportant, there being “only a few cases” in the 
Civil Court, “of which most were undefended ;” and the 
Lewes business “on both sides”’ being “below the aver 
age in importance.” There appears, therefore, to be con 
siderable scope for a re-arrangement of the Asia 
business. 


SOME OF OUR READERS may have noticed s decision 
of Vice-Chancellor Malins in a case of the Venallt Steam 
Coal Company, reported in the Times a few days ago, t 
the effect that a holder of fully paid up shares in a com 
pany is not entitled to ask that the company may 
wound up unless he can show that some surplus would 
recovered by him. 

The case was not argued at any length, and the above 
proposition cannot for the present be considered 
It is certainly open to the grave objection that the paid 


-up shareholder’s only means of ascertaining whetht 


there be any surplus available for his benefit may be # 
wind-up the company‘or realize the assets by calling 
the contributions of the non-paid-up shareholders, More 
over, the more recent decision of Lord Cairns in the ca# 
of the Suburban Hotel Company (Limited), reported 2 
another column, is at variance with the inference to 
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“drawn from the view adopted by Vice-Chancellor Malins 
in the Venallt Company's case (a case, by the way which 
is not entitled to a separate report). In the Suburban Hotel 
‘Company’s case, a “ majority of shareholders” were in 

favour of continuing the business. This majority, however, 
consisted mainly of one gentleman who held a large 
number of paid-up shares; and Lord Cairns, in giving 

udgment upon the winding-up petition, treated the vote 
of a holder of paid-up shares as of equal value with that 
of the shareholder whose shares are not paid-up. It is 
true that this case is essentially rather the converse of 
that before Sir Richard Malins, but if the question be 
whether the holder of paid-up shares is to have any voice 
at all inthe matter, the distinction does not involve very 
much difference. 

The Suburban Hotel Company’s case appears to have 
virtually laid down the principle that the question of 
winding-up or no winding-up is to be decided by the 
majority of shares, not shareholders, and here we must 
point out that the use of the term “ majority of share- 
holders” is in such cases rather ambiguous, and not 
strictly correct. The more correct and proper term would 
be “holders of the majority of shares.” 


THE Brit to amend the Companies Act, 1862, which 

is now printed and before the public, follows very closely 
the recommendation of Mr. Watkin’s committee which 
we printed, supra, p. 793, and on which we commented 
at page 788. The bill is “ prepared and brought in by 
Mr. Dodson, Mr. Stephen Cave, and Mr. Hunt,” and 
comprises forty-six sections. Our space will not at present 
permit us to do more than epitomise its provisions. Six 
sections are devoted to “unlimited liability of directors;” 
and provide, in accordance with the second of the select 
committee’s resolutions, for the introduction, at the 
the option of the company, of the Societe en Commandite 
principle of the unlimited liability of directors. Several 
sections are occupied by various details and adjustments 
in relation to this, providing, for instance, for a winding- 
up under the new principle the liabilities of retiring 
directors, &c. The next fifteen sections are devoted to 
the “ reduction of capital and shares ” mentioned in the 
ninth resolution. The whole of the recommendations of 
the Committee in this respect are adopted in detail. The 
third resolution of the committee is embodied in a section 
which provides for companies having some of their shares 
paid up and others unpaid, and apportioning dividends 
accordingly. Eleven sections are devoted to transfer and 
share-warrants, and provision is made for the issue of share- 
warrants to bearer, with respect to the paid-up shares of 
limited companies, as recommended by the fourth resolution 
of the committee. The first resolution is also embodied in 
4 section which requires every company to hold a meet- 
ing within four months of registration. The law re- 
specting the contracts of companies by their agents is to 
be amended by the introduction of section 419 of the 
Companies Act of 1856, in pursuance of the recommenda- 
tion to that effect, and in the matter of winding-up, the 
advice of the committee has been attended to by the in- 
troduction of several sections, authorizing and regulating 
the employments of ‘the county courts in winding-up, 
together with a provision that no contributory shall be 
capable of presenting a winding up order unless his 
shares have been in his name during six of the eighteen 
months immediately preceding the winding up, or have 
devolved upon him by death or marriage. There’is also 
Provision apparently not within the contemplation of 
‘the select committee providing for the registration with 
limited liability of associations formed for scientific, 
charitable, ‘and religious purposes, &c., and not for pur- 
poses of gain. This last provision strikes us as being of 
more moment than at first sight may appear. There is 
nothing in the bill, we are very sorry to see, upon the 
subject of purchases by companies of their own shares. 








THE LUXEMBURG GUARANTEE. 


It is certainly desirable that the parties to’ a contract, 
whether they be nations or individuals, should understand 
the meaning of that to which they bind themselves. The 
force and extent of agreements between individuals is 
usually pretty clear, always supposing that the needful 
legal assistance be invoked. But in the case of 
contracts between nations it seems to be otherwise. In 
the recent Luxemburg treaty England was represented 
by Lord Stanley, a high authority, and the other powers 
by able and experienced diplomatists. Yet hardly is the 
ink dry upon the parchment before a dispute commences 
as to the extent of the obligation incurred. 

Since this raises one or two interesting points of In- 
ternational law it may be worth a little consideration. 
There are two main points in debate. The first 
relates to the meaning of the term—collective 
guarantee. The neutrality of Luxemburg is ex- 
pressed in the recent treaty to be placed under the 
“collective guarantee” of the powers who are parties 
thereto. Now it iscontended on the part of the Govern- 
ment that the term “collective guarantee” has in In- 
ternational law a precise and definite meaning, similar 
to that which an English lawyer attaches to a joint 
covenant. It is laid down by the advocates of this 
view that in case of a breach of the agreement by any 
one of the parties to it, it would cease to be binding upon 
the rest, including ourselves, and this, whether the 
breach consisted of a direct attack upon the little prin- 
cipality, or in a mere passive refusal to join with the 
rest in defending it, This is the position maintained 
by Lords Derby and Stanley; and the illustrious father 
and son are joined in their interpretation of the treaty 
by their political opponent Lord Clarendon. Lords 
Russell and Granville, and Professor Bernard dissent. 
They consider the treaty as (so to speak) joint and 
several, so that a breach of the obligation by one of the 
contracting parties, ¢g., an attack upon the Grand Duchy 
by Prussia or France, would not absolve us from the 
duty of defending it, which isthe contention of Lord 
Stanley. They urge the apparent absurdity of a guaran- 
tee by all the great powers of Europe, which is not to 
hold goed as against any one of themselves, but only as 
against states not parties to the treaty, i.¢., minor states, 
Is it credible, it is argued, that Prussia would have 
made a sine gua non of a stipulation so utterly illusory, 
a mere vow et preterea nihil, and that Lord Stanley 
could have hesitated for several days before he could 
bring himself to accede to it. 

We are unable to find in the authorities upon Inter- 
national law any sufficient support to Lord Stanley's 
construction of the term “ collective guarantee.” His 
argument depends upon the position that the phrase 
is strictly technical, possessing a well-understood and 
acknowledged meaning. This does not appear to be so. 
And in that case His Lordship’s contention is obnoxious 
to Vattel’s Rules of Construction (b. 2, c. 17, s. 264): 
“Tf he who could and ought to have explained himself 
clearly and fully, has not done so, it is the worse for him, 
he cannot be allowed to introduce restrictions which 
he has not expressed,” and again (id. s. 283) “the in- 
terpretation which would render a treaty null and in- 
efficient, cannot be admitted.” 

But if we find ourselves unable to accede upon this point 
to the arguments of Lord Stanley, whose great talents as 
shown on this occasion, we should be the last to disparage, 
we are, at all events, upon his side as to the second 
point in dispute. This relates to the extent of obliga- 
tion which the recent treaty has added to that which 
we had already incurred in the Treaty of 1839.° On 
that occasion Belgium was severed from Holland and de- 
clared an independent neutral state under the guarantee 
of the great powers. By the same treaty a portion of 
the Duchy of Luxemburg was assigned to the newly 
formed kingdom, and the remainder was, in some 


sense or other, guaranteed by the Great Powers, includ- 
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ing ourselves, to the Grand Duke, that is to say, the 
King of Holland. Lord Derby, Lord Stanley, and Lord 
Clarendon, consider that this treaty involved a perpetual 
guarantee of the possession of Luxemburg to the King 
of Holland. The only addition made to this by the re- 
cent treaty was, in their opinion, that the guarantee 
which formerly applied to the possession only, now ex- 
tends to the neutrality of the territory inquestion. Pro- 
fessor Bernard is directly at issue with them upon this 
point. He holds that the guarantee of 1839 was what 
is technically termed a boundary convention, and was 
therefore of a transitory character. Indeed, he looks 
upon it as having already almost, if not altogether, lost its 
force. According to this view the recent treaty constituted 
a new obligation of a very serious character. Upon this 
point we would refer to a passage in the protocols of the 
conferences held in 1867 respecting the Grand Duchy 
of Luxemburg, published by the Government (p. 6). As 
there recorded, Count Bernstorff, the Prussian represen- 
tative, proposed a European guarantee of the neutrality 
of Luxemburg. To this Lord Stanley replied that by 
the Treaty of 1839 Luxemburg was already placed under 
an European guarantee. To which Count Bernstorff 
assented, but observed that that treaty did not guarantee 
the neutrality of the Grand Duchy, and moved accord- 
ingly that amendment, which, being at length accepted 
by England, has given rise to the present controversy. 
Here Prussia expressly, and the other Great Powers by 
their tacit consent, seem to have acceded to Lord 
Stanley’s view upon this question, and to have admitted 
the obligation imposed by the Treaty of 1839 to have been 
equal, both in its duration and in its binding character, 
to the guarantee given by the new treaty, at least so far 
as the possession of the territory is concerned. If so 
there is little doubt left about the matter, and the addi- 
tional obligation imposed by the latter treaty must be 
regarded as very trifling in its amount. 





THE DUTY OF A CARRIER AS TO PROVIDING A 
ROADWORTHY CARRIAGE. 


We are told on good authority that we travel now 
much more securely by railway than our fathers did forty 
years ago by coach; and yet the instances in our books 
of actions against coach proprietors for negligence 
causing personal injuries are comparatively few and far 
between, while of late years those against railway com- 
panies for a like cause have been legion. No doubt the 
number of persons who travel has largely increased, and 
so there have been greater numbers exposed to the risk of 
accident. Formerly, too, where the injuries sustained re- 
sulted in death, the maxim, “actio personalis moritur cum 
persona,” applied ; whereas now, under Lord Campbell’s 
Act, the action survives to the executor of the deceased. 
Both these causes contribute to swell the list of actions 
against railway companies, but they are not, we think, 
sufficient to account for the great disproportion which 
we have remarked between the old and the modern cases 
in which compensation has been sought from carriers for 
personal injuries, The truthis, railway companies form a 
very tempting species of defendants. Though they may pay 
little or no dividend upon their ordinary stock, they have 
ample resources wherewith to satisfy judgments, and the 
British juror, contrasting the needy circumstances of the 
plaintiff with the princely revenues of the company, 
has been in the habit of awarding compensation to the 
former on the most liberal scale, and he salves his con- 
science with the reflection that what is wealth to the 
one is a mere fleabite to the other, It must be admitted 
that this tendency of the juror to deal too liberally with 
the funds of railway companies is on the decrease; but 
still they bear a weight of litigation which would cer- 
tainly be less if they were anything but railway com- 
panies. Whatever therefore tends to increase their 
liabilities should in justice be closely scrutinized, and a 
point of this nature was raised in Redhead v. The Mid- 
land Railway Company, 15 W. RB. 831, In that case 





the plaintiff sought compensation for personal injnrigy 
sustained in consequence of the train in which he way 
travelling running off the line, and it was proved that 
the cause of the accident was the breaking of the tire of 
the wheel underneath the carriage in which he was 
seated, The wheel had shortly before been hammered, 
according to crdinary practice, and then rang true. The 
flaw in the welding which caused the fracture wag an 
air bubble, and such a defect it was proved would some. 
times ocour in spite of the greatest care on the part of 
the manufacturer, and could not be discovered in the 
process of manufacture, nor afterwards, either by the 
eye or from ringing the metal. Under these circum. 
stances Mr. Justice Lush told the jury that if the acgi. 
dent was not attributable to the negligence of the defen. 
dants, but was caused by the latent defect in the tire, 
they were entitled to the verdict; and the case came 
before the Queen’s Bench on a rule for a new trial on 
the ground of misdirection. The question therefore 
turned on the measure of the obligation of a carrier of 
passengers as to the roadworthiness of the carriage 
which he supplies. We must advert for a moment to 
the well-known distinction between a carrier of goods and 
a carrier of passengers. The former is, by the custom of 
the realm, an insurer against everything except the act of 
God and the King’s enemies; and the reason and policy af 
implying so stringent an obligation against him is ob- 
vious, for after the goods have been delivered to him he 
has the sole control over them, and if they are injured by 
the grossest negligence on his part, the owner, who has 
completely lost sight of them, has no means of proving 
such negligence, and, if the carrier were not an insurer, 
would be without remedy ; or, again, if the rule of law 
were otherwise, the carrier might, as observed by Lord 
Holt, combine with thieves with perfect impunity. The 
obligation of a ship-owner to provide a seaworthy ship 
for the conveyance of cargo depends on the same reasons, 
But when we turn to the case of the carrier of passengers 
these reasons are wanting, and consequently with regard 
to him the law only holds that he is bound to exercise 
due care and diligence in the performance of his duty; 
and this is the only obligation between a ship-owner and 
@ passenger, although, as we said, as between the ship- 
owner and the merchant who ships goods, there is a 
warranty of seaworthiness, The carrier, therefore, is 
bound to provide, as far as human foresight and care can 
do so, for the safety of his passengers ; but in Redhead 
v. The Midland Railway Company it was said that, as 
regards the quality of the vehicle, his duty was more ex- 
tensive, and that he was bound to provide one, at his 
peril, which should be, in fact, reasonably sufficient for 
the purpose; and reliance was placed on Brown v¥. 
Edgington, 2M. & G. 279, and other cases, in which it 
has been decided that there is an implied warranty that 
an article furnished by a manufacturer shall be fit and 
proper for the purpose for which he knows he is to supply 
it. We fail, however, to see the analogy between the case 
of a common carrier, who is bound to carry those who 
offer themselves as passengers for hire, and a manu- 
facturer making a voluntary contract with a customer: 
and, besides, in Brown v. Edgington, the question of 
latent defect, which could not be discovered on examina 
tion, was never raised. A very similar case to the present 
arose out of an accident caused by the breaking of a 
wheel-tire, at Tottenham, on the Great Eastern Railway, 
some years ago ; and in that case the Chief Justice ruled 
at nisi prius that the railway company were not respon- 
sible for the consequences of a flaw in the tire which 
could not be discovered on an ordinary, reasonably proper, 
and careful examination, and that. ruling was nevér 
questioned. Up to the time of Redhead v. The Midland 
Railway Company, the weight of authority is strong 
show that the liability of the carrier of passengers 

on the ground of negligence and on that ground only; 
and, as we conceive, this view is founded on good reason 
and common sense, and it would be impolitic and unjust 
to extend the liability where the quality of the vebiole 
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gomes in question ; and the American Courts, after a 
careful review of the English cases, have expressly arrived 
at this conclusion. On the other side we have a 
few dicta, and the case of Sharp v. Grey, which is 
however, reported in 9 Bing. and in 2 Moore & Scott 
with material differences, and which seems to have been 
not only rather loosely reported, but also rather loosely 
decided, We cannot think that the judges there intended 
to lay down any definite rules as to latent defects. To 
these authorities for extending the liability of the carrier 
must now be added the weighty opinion of Blackburn, J., 
in the case before us; and his Lordship not only holds 
that such is the law, but adds—‘On the balance of 
reasoning I am inclined to think that such ought to be 
the law.” Of course it is with diffidence that we ven- 
ture to dissent from both his Lordships conclusions, but 
we think that such is not the law, and as we pointed out, 
ante p. 689, we think that the public will be amply pro- 
tected, if proof of an accident by the breaking down of 
a carriage is held to be such primé facie evidence of 
negligence, as to throw on the company “the burden of 
proving, to the satisfaction of the jury, that the nature oi 
the defect was such, that its non-discovery did not import 
negligence.” Wemust say that the judgments of Lush and 
Mellor, JJ., who formed the majority of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench in the particular case,seem to us unanswerable; 
and if the case goes, as it probably will, to the Exche- 
quer Chamber, we expect tosee their judgments affirmed. 
The question, as Mr. Justice Lush remarked, is one of 
vast importance both to railway companies and passen- 
gers, and the sooner it is definitely settled the better. 
Accidents of a similar nature must have occurred over 
and over again in the last twenty or thirty years, and 
yet, until the present case, there has been no attempt 
to fix the railway companies with this wide liability. 
Surely this argues that the general intendment of the 
profession is against it, and that alone is no mean argu- 
ment. The question has been fairly and distinctly raised, 
and we hope it will be promptly and unmistakeably 
decided. 





OUR JUDICIAL SYSTEM.—No. II. 


We pointed out in our first article on this subject our 
objections to the schemes propounded by the Govern- 
ment for the redress of the admitted deficiency in the 
present staff of judges, and showed how, by some slight 
changes of arrangement, not involving any new princi- 
ple, though certainly novel in detail, a body of ten equity 
and sixteen common law judges, besides the chancellor, 
could, without any increased expense to the country, be 
obtained. 

We now propose to show how by a judicious use of 
the force thus placed at our disposal we may obviate all 
or most of the delays so loudly, and to a certain extent 
80 justly, complained of. 

The Court of Chancery now sits for the despatch of 
business for about thirty-two weeks in the year, or each 
judge of first instance is occupied in court for about 192 
days in the year. The number of daysduring which the 
Judge of the Probate Court is employed in that court is, 
allowing for half days, about one-third of this, or sixty- 
four days, and the Judge of Admiralty somewhere about 
the same. - Besides this the Court of Appeal in Chancery 
have devoted about two-thirds of one day in each week 
to bankrupt appeals, and it is probable that cases which 
would require a hearing in the first instance in court 
Would amount to as many more. Let us then add for 
this business forty-six days, and we get a grand total of 
942 days, which would be necessary to enable the pro- 
posed staff of judges to get through the existing work. 

This, however, is on the supposition that all this 
work is the same kind, which is far from being the fact. 
Out of the:768 days sitting of the four equity judges 
some thirty each (or 120) are devoted to motions, and as 
many more to petitions and short causes, and under the 
present steadily increasing press of business from cham- 





bers, at least 150 more in the hearing of adjourned sum- 
monses, leaving not more than about 378 days for the 
hearing of causes and motions for decree, Again, one 
day in each week must be deducted for motions from the 
sittings of the Court of Admiralty, and about one-half 
that amount in the Court of Probate (as one day per 
week seems to do for both Probate and Matrimonial 
motions), making a deduction of forty-eight from the 128 
days computed for the sitting of these courts, leaving a 
residue of 80 merely. ‘To these, however, must be added 
the days on which the Court of Appeal in Chancery sits 
to hear appeal motions and petitions (about forty in all), 
because, in respect of these it will be seen that we do 
not propose to abolish the right of rehearing, which we 
think ought no longer to exist in the case of decrees and 
orders for further considerations. The present business 
of the courts then would seem to require 544 cause days 
and 398 motion and petition days, besides which the 
judges are now expected to do all their chamber work at 
the fag end of the day, after they have been sitting some 
five or six hours in court. 

We propose, then, to unite the ten equity judges into 
one Court, and to give leave to any plaintiff (or peti- 
tioner in the case of proceedings commenced by -peti- 
tion) to put at the head of his bill (or petition) the 
name of any one of these judges, to whose court the 
cause should henceforth be attached, subject to the same 
right of transfer on the part of the Lord Chancellor as 
at present exists in the Court of Chancery. Every cause 
should have its nature endorsed outside, or in. some 
other convenient place, in the same manner as now pre- 
vails in respect ef pleadings in the Court of Admiralty. 
The cause being thus attached to aparticular judge, all in- 
terlocutory proceedings therein should take place, as at pre- 
sent, before such judge, subject to an appeal either (at the 
option of the appellant) to the Full Courthereinafter men- 
tioned, or to the House of Lords, but no appeal in any 
such matter should be allowed to the House of Lords 
from any order of the Full Court dismissing an appeal to 
it. As soon as any cause is set down for hearing 
(whether on notice of motion for decree or otherwise, and 


| whether on any original hearing or hearing on further con- 


sideration), it should be at the option of any party within 
a reasonable time (to be specified by general order) to 
require that it should be heard before the Full Court, 
and upon any such requisition the cause should be trans- 
ferred, as of course, into the cause book of the Full Court, 
and come on in its turn on some day when the judge to 
whose court itis attached sits in that Court; but if no 
such requisition is made, then the cause may be heard, 
and a decree or order on further consideration made 
therein, by the judge sitting alone; and in either case 
the only appeal allowed should be direct to the House 
of Lords. 

Where, however, at or before the hearing of any 
cause, any issue is directed , that should be tried (with or 
without a jury), by a single judge, but the motion 
for a new trial (if any) should be made, and the cause 
heard on the equity reserved, before the Full Court. 

We think it may be taken for granted that not more 
than double as many causes as are now taken to the 
Court of Appeal would be heard before the Fall Oourt— 
that is to say, that two courts, sitting three days a week 
each during the present chancery sittings, would dispose 
of all the causes which would come before that court. 
This would give 192 cause-days for that court, or eighty~ 
one days which each judge (twe courts being sitting) 
would be required to hear causes there; but taking these 
192 days from the 942 cause-days, at which we estimate 
the present working power of the courts, we have 750 
days, or seventy-five days per judge required to dispose 
of the rest of the business of the court which thus would 
require each judge to sit 156 days instead of 192 days as 
at present; leaving a clear surplus of thirty-six days, or 
rather more than one day per week per judge clear sav- 
ing. 
We propose, however, somewhat to modify the time of 
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sitting so that the Court shall sit (excluding the Long 
Vacation as at present, and Christmas, Easter, and Whit- 
sun weeks) thirty-seven weeks instead of about thirty- 
two in the year, thus giving a surplus of sixty-six days, or 
two days per week per judge, over and above what would 
be required to get through the present work in court. 
We do not, however, intend that this extra time shal] be 
wholly given to the reduction of arrears in court; on the 
contrary, we are fully alive to the fact that the real 
press of business, the longest delays, take place in cham- 
bers, and we therefore desire that the greater part of this 
extra time should be devoted to chambers, as a yer contra 
to which we should release the judges from the present 
most irksome duty of attendance in chambers in the 
evening after a long day’s sitting in court. The Full 
Court we propose to constitute of three judges who should 
sit according to any rota that they may determine among 
themselves, so that (supposing two Full Courts to sit regu- 
larly) each judge should be in attendance in the Fall 
Court for two days in each week. This, with the attend- 
ance of the Lord Chancellor (who should always preside 
in one of these courts when practicable) would enable one 
court to sit for four and the other for three days, which 
would, we think, be more than sufficient to do efficiently 
all the work which would come before it on the altered: 
system. Of the four judges (or five when the Lord Chan- 
cellor is sitting) in the Full Court, two should sit in court 
to hear causes and two (or three, as the case may be) in 
chambers, so that, taking the first three days in each 
week (when two Full Courts are sitting) each judge 
(except three) would have been two days in Full 
Court, and one sitting alone or in @hambers, while 
the remaining three judges would have sat one 
day in Full Court, one alone, and one in chambers. 
On one other day (say Friday) but one Full Court need 
sit (consisting of the judges who had already sat there 
but once), and the remaining seven judges might sit 
three in court and four in ‘chambers; while, on the re- 
maining two days (on which it would not ordinarily be 
requisite for the Full Court to sit at all) there might be 
six judges sitting to hear motions and petitions, and four 
in chambers. These arrangements might, of course, be 
modified, as occasion might require, at the discretion of 
the judges themselves, so as to enable causes which re- 
quired more than one day to be heard ovt by continuous 
sittings of the same judge, his place in chambers or the 
Full Court being for the time being taken by some other 
judge, to whom it was more convenient. 

The Lord Chancellor, too, when the House of Lords 
is not sitting, would release one judge per diem for at- 
tendance in the Full Court, and thus an extra court 
might sit, or an extra judge attend in chambers, or the 
Full Court itself might, without difficulty, sit for 
another (an 8th) day in each week, as occasion might 
require. 

We shall proceed to enumerate the advantages of this 
scheme in our next article. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


‘ EQUITY. 
POWER OF A COMPANY TO IssUR NEGOTIABLE INSTRU- 
MENTS. 

Perwian Railways Company v. Thames and Mersey 
Marine Insurance Company, L.LJd., 15 W.R. 1002. 
We are glad to find that the Court of appeal has en- 

tirely confirmed the view we ventured to take of the 

construction of the Act of 1862 in commenting on the 

Vice-Chancellor’s decision in the above case (supra -p. 

718) and held that the power of a company registered 

under that Act to issue bills and notes depends on the 

memorandum and articles of association, and on them alone. 

The two remaining questions were whether the company, 

and, if the company, whether the executive also, had 

power to issue negotiable securities. We arenot suprised 





at the decision that assuming the company had thy” 
power the directors could in this case exercise it, but ag’ 
we said before, we regret that such powers should tg. 


given by general words instead of the express provisions 
of the Act of 1844. f 

On the point whether the company had such power, 
seeing that the Lords Justices apparently agree with our 
conclusion that the company, from its nature and ne- 
cessities would not have such a power, we should have 
he itated to interpret the words in the memorandum of 
association authorizing them to do “ whatever they from 
time to time think incidental or conducive to the af- 
tainment of the main ‘object of the company” as confer- 
ring such a power. 

In Simpson v. Directors of Westminster Palace Hotel 
Company, 8 H, L. Cas.'712, the objects of the company 
being to carry on the business of an hotel, similar words 
were held sufficient to justify a lease of part of the 
hotel for a short term, but the late Lord Justice Turner 
thought otherwise, and Lords Cranworth and Chelmsford 
expressed some doubt on the point. 

On the question of notice we think that, consider. 
ing the facts of the case, it may be taken as supporting 
the proposition that one company will not be deemed to 
have notice of the dealings of another company from 
the circumstance that one person is an active member 
of both boards of directors. 


PowER OF LORDS OF MANORS TO WORK RESERVED 

MINES UNDER LANDS SOLD UNDER INCLOSURE ACTS. 

Wakefield v. Duke of Buccleugh, V.C.M., 15 W. R. 247, 
783. 

In the above case the defendant, as lord of a manor, 
claimed to be entitled to work the mines and minerals 
under part of the lands of the manor, which had been 
sold under an Inclosure Act, and had become vested in 
the plaintiff, without securing the support of the surface; 


but, although the nature of the minerals was such that . 


they could not be worked without letting down the sur- 
face, it was held that his claim could not be sustained. 
The powers reserved and given by the Act to the lord of 


using the surface for the purpose of working the mines _ 


were very extensive, including a power of doing all acts 
for getting the minerals in as full and ample a manner 
as if the lands had remained unenclosed; and there are 
probably no Inclosure Acts under which, consistently 
with the above decision, the lord could be held justified 
in working the mines reserved to him so as to let down 
the surface of the lands sold or allotted under the Act. 
The right to vertical support is a right of property and 


not an easement, and the Courts, therefore, require clear 


and express words to deprive the surface owner of such 
right. 
damage done to the surface will be insufficient, whether 
the same applies only to the damage caused by mere sur- 
face user or also to that resulting from the subsidence of 


the soil, as on the latter supposition this would be looked 


upon as @ cumulative remedy: Harris v. Ryding, 5 M.& 
W. 60. 

In Williams v. Bagnall, 15 W. R. 272, there was ina 
grant of land a reservation of minerals with full power 
of working them without entering on the surface, and 
without being liable for any injury whatsoever to the 
land and premises or buildings thereon, and thin was 
held sufficient to exclude the common law right. How- 
ever, even in this case it was argued that as in Harris v. 
Ryding, where the mines were reserved, the mine-owner 
making compentation for damage, the judges inclined to 
hold the word “‘damage’”’ confined to such interference: 
with the surface as was not inconsistent with its support, 
so here the mines being reserved the mine-owner not 
making compensation for damage, the word “ damage " 


should have the same meaning. The seemingly insuper-~ 


able objection to theapplication of this reasoning tothe 
case now referred to is that there being no power of 
entering on and using the surface, it is difficult to set 





The usual provision for compensation for all . 
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what injury to the surface except that of subsidence 
could have been contemplated. We believe the with- 
drawal of water from wells was mentioned, but that 
would be rather an injury to the occupiers than to the 
land. Had this power however been given, the argu- 
ment would have been one of considerable force. © We 
have said that the right to support is a common law 
right. Assuming that not only the common law but its 
interpretation resides in the breast of the judge, we ex- 
plain the right in the Vice-Chancellor’s words, “ the min- 
ing rights are subservient to those of the surface since 
the surface lands have been always enjoyed by man,.’ 
and leave this mysterious element in the subject to our 


readers. 





COMMON LAW. 


Sharland v. Spence, 15 W. R., Ex., 768. 

The effect and construction of deeds operating, or in- 
tended to operate, under section 192 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1861, have been so often considered in the courts of 
common law at Westminster, that one might almost hope 
that the real effect of that statute was at length pretty 
well ascertained. As yet, however, cases of this kind are 
still brought before the courts. The way in which they 
have most frequently arisen is on demurrer to a plea 
setting up @ deed under section 192, the question being, 
does the deed show a good defence to the claim contained 
in the declaration. In Sharland v. Spence a question as 
to the effect of section 192 arose in this manner:—The 
action was for unliquidated damages for breach of an 
agreement to accept and pay for certain timber. The 
plea set up an ordinary deed of assignment under section 
192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, which contained a 
release from “all and all manner of debts, claims, and 
demands whatsoever now due and owing to them the said 
creditors respectively.” It was argued for the defendant 
that the release in the deed was a good answer to the 
plaintiff’s claim by virtue of section 153 (coupled with 
sections 192 and 197) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, which 
enacts that “if any bankrupt shall, at the time of his 
adjudication, be liable by reason of any contract toa 
demand in the nature of damages which have not 
been liquidated, it shall be lawful for the Court to direct 
such damages to be assessed . . . and the amount 
of damages when assessed shall be proveable as if a debt 
due at the time of the bankruptcy.” The damages 
might have been assessed, and the amount claimed 
under the deed, and therefore the defendant could not 
now bring hisaction. On the other side it was contended 
that as the damages had not been assessed, they could 
not have been proved in bankruptcy, and that therefore 
the release did not extend to the plaintiff’s claim. Hug- 
garth v. Taylor, L. R. 2 Ex. 105, was cited as an autho- 
rity for the plaintiff, where the decision was that the 
telease in the deed here pleaded did not extend to a 
claim for damages for a breach of contract by a wrongful 
dismissal. The Court held that the plea was bad. 
Bovill, C.J., said—“ The 158rd section for the first time 
makes a claim for unliquidated damages proveable in 
bankruptcy, and that provision is for the benefit of the 
creditor if he thinks fit to avail himself of it. But there 
must first of all be an admitted claim, and the question 
must be one of amount only. The damages must be 
assessed, and it is only when they have been assessed 
that they are proveable. Here they were not assessed, 
and for all that appears there has been no application to 
the Oonrt of Bankruptcy, and the claim may still be 
disputed.” ‘The learned judge then went on to show that 
the cases of Hoggarth v. Taylor and Woods v. De Mattos, 
(14 W. R, 226,) were distinguishable from the present case, 
and therefore that the decision of the Court did not in 
any way conflict with them. 

An important question may yet, however, arise from 
this 158rd section, Isa person who has a right of ac- 
tion for unliquidated damages against a bankrupt at the 
time of the adjudication in respect of a breach of contract 





bound. to have his damages assessed under section 158, or 
may he waive that right, and subsequently bring an action 
to recover compensation. As far as we are aware, this point 
has not yet been judicially decided. A very similar ques- 
tion arose in Saunders v. Best, 13 W. R. 160, (17 C.B. N.S. 
331,) upon the 154th section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
That section provides, in words much the same as those 
in section 153, that “ if any bankrupt shall at the time 
of adjudication be liable by reason of any contract to pay 
premiums upon any policy of insurance, or any other 
sums of money, whether yearly or otherwise, or to repay 
or indemnify any person against such payments, the 
person entitled to the benefit of such contract may, if 
he think fit, apply to the Court to set a value upon his 
interest, and the Court is hereby required to ascertain 
the value thereof, and to admit such person to prove for 
the amount so ascertained.” The plaintiff in Saunders 
v. Best brought his action on a covenant by the defen- 
dant to pay certain premiums on a policy of insurance. 
The defendant became bankrupt, and omitted to pay the 
premiums according to his covenant. The defendant 
set up his order of discharge as a defence to the action, 
on the ground that it freed him from all demands 
proveable under his bankruptcy, and as the plaintiff’s 
claim might have been valued and proved, his right of 
action was now gone. The plaintiff contended that as 
section 154 gave him a right to have a value set upon 
his interest if he thought fit, but that it was a provision 
for the creditor’s benefit, and that it was optional with 
him to proceed under section 154, or to bring his action, 
the Court of Common Pleas held that the right of 
action was lost. Erle, O.J., said— By the 161st section 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, the order of discharge 
frees the bankrupt from all debts, claims, or demands 
proveable under his bankruptcy. A debt which the 
creditor has the option of proving is a debt proveable. 

The rule must be made absolute to enter a nonsuit.” 

This decision seems almost an authority as to the con- 

struction of section 1538, and will no doubt be relied on 
if the question we have suggested should ever urise. 

With the exception, however, of this case, there appears 
to be no authority on this point. In conclusion, it may 

be noticed that Hoggarth v. Taylor and Sharland v. 

Spence do not conflict in any way with Saunders v. Best, 

as they were both decided on the construction of the 

releases contained in the deeds pleaded in those cases 

respectively. 





REVIEWS. 
An Inquiry into the Legal History of the Supremacy of the 


Crown in matters of Religion, with especial reference to the 
Church in the Colonies. By W. H. Haus, M.A., Arch- 
deacon of London. London : Butterworths and Rivingtons. 


This is a reprint of a paper which was read by Arch- 
deacon Hale at the visitation of the Archdeaconry of London 
on the 28th of May, 1867. It is now presented to the public 
in a very readable form, excellently printed and furnished 
with an appendix, containing oaths of supremacy and alle- 
giance from temp. Henry Vill. to William and Mary, and 
an index of ‘‘ Acts of the Sovereigns” (injunctions, declar- 
ations, &c.) relied on by the author as illustrative of ‘‘ the 
exercise of the supremacy of the Crown in matters of re- 
ligion.” 

The early portion of Archdeacon Hale’s investigation is 
devoted to the setting forth ‘‘ the legal history of the su- 
premacy of the sovereign” in these matters. is is labor- 
lously, though not very lucidly, effected, and it is somewhat 
difficult to gather the precise effect and practical value as- 
signed to this ey . He disclaims, however, an 
right on the of the Crown to the title of Sw H 
of the Church, and seems to limit the extent of the soverei 
supremacy to the headship of the individuals composing the’ 
third or ecclesiastical estate of the realm. He then proceeds 
to what is in fact the real object of the treatise, the bearin 
of this supremacy upon the status of Colonial. Bi () 
infers from the tenor of the statute 13 Eliz. o. 1, which, as 
he remarks, is prospective in its enactment, that ‘wherever 
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within her Majesty's dominions the clergy of the Church 
of England exist, there the royal power extends to govern 
and control them and cause them to instruct the people in 
those doctrines of religion which this church and realm 
have received.” This power, the author believes, is to be 
exercised ‘‘ by the Ecclesiastical’ Court of the Bishop or the 
Archdeacon.” Then with reference to the ‘‘ constitutions” 
which have been established in certain colonies, he contends 
that there is nothing inherent or expressed in these deroga- 
tory from the ‘‘ supremacy of the Crown over Ecclesiastical 
persons,” or “ its jurisdiction in Ecclesiastical causes affecting 
the rights and duties of members of the Protestant Church 
of England as by law established.” And, without a bishop, 
the author proceeds, the necessary organization cannot exist, 
**nor,” he submits ‘‘can the sovereign refuse jurisdiction 
to any bishop without depriving the church of that legal 
protection which results from the annexation of the privileges 
of the supremacy to the Crown.” It will be seen that Arch- 
deacon Hale bases his reasoning upon the supposition that 
the Church of England is the State religion of the Colonies. 
This is a point which would have been worthy of some 
special attention, and we could have wished that it had re- 
ceived more attention than he has bestowed upon it. We 
think, too, that the terms ‘‘Colonial Church,” or “the 
Church in the Colonies,” are themselves calculated to pro- 
duce a confusion of ideas, and there will be a very important 
distinction according as these words are held to mean an 
actual temporal church in the Colonies, or merely the asso- 
ciation of a number of individuals resident there, who choose 
to follow the mode of worship prescribed by the Church of 
England in the mother ye It is to the latter accepta- 
tion of these terms that Archdeacon Hale’s most important 
observation has exclusive application. He urges, and we 
think with much show of reason, that although ‘ Imperial 
or Colonial law is required in order to the erection of a 
bishopric endowed with public lands or revenues,” yet, ‘‘such 
law cannot be required in the case of a bishop who has no 
political status, or of a clergy who have no support but that 
which is derived from voluntary gift.” That is to say, if in 
a colony possessing an independent legislature of its own, 
certain individuals choose to hold themselves out as in com- 
munion with the Church of England, then the Crown can, 
by virtue of its supremacy over the Church of England, 
oppcint bishops standing towards each other in the relation 
of suffragan and metropolitan, who shall be bishops with 
reference to this voluntary association of individuals. We 
gather, however, that the author has not wholly steered 
clear of the confusion to which we have just alluded. 

We do not here enter into any discussion on any of these 
qnestions, but have merely indicated the scope of the treatise 
before us, with the addition of a few remarks for the benefit 
of such of our readers as may take it up for their own 
—. We may add that, in our opinion, Archdeacon 

ale’s treatise will repay their trouble. 


The Practice of the High Court of Chancery; with some 
Observations on the Pleadings in that Court. By the late 
Epmunp Ropert Danrevt, Barrister-at-Law. Fourth 
edition, with considerable alterations and additions, in- 
corporating the statutes, orders, and cases to the present 
time, and Braithwaite’s Record and Writ Practice ; together 
with references to a companion volume of Forms and 
Precedents. By Leonarp Freitp and Epwarp CLENNELL 
Dunn, Barristers-at-Law, with the assistance of John 
Biddle, of the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. Vol. 2. 
London : Stevens & Sons. 1867. 

A little more than a year ago* we noticed at some length 
the first volume of this book, which had then but recently 
issued. The second volume has now been for some time in 
our hands, and if we have not acknowledged it sooner, the 
reason must be attributed to its great bulk, which rendered 
it impossible for us to examine it thoroughly without a con- 
siderable expenditure of time and labour; and its great 
value, which rendered it impossible to form a fair estimate 
of it without a thorough investigation. 

This volume completely bears out, and more than bears 
out, the anticipations raised by the re 6 ae of its pre- 
decessor ; ‘‘ complete ” is the only word to apply to it ; even 
too complete we are inclined to think it. 

As regards quantity this single volume contains nearly as 
much paper and print as the two volumes of the last precedin 
edition, and is, indeed, so inconveniently large that we think 
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it would have been very much better to cut it iritotive;-tioti’ 
withstanding the ebvious objection to a multiplication 
volumes in a legal text book. We do not deny thattherg 
are serious inconveniences in a pears 5 of volumes;:aid 
that, whether each volume is pape re , aSis sometimes 
done, or the paging is carried on consecutively ; 
as in the work before us; but 1,500 pages are too: mnchfor 
any book intended to be held in the hand (as this is), though 
perhaps endurable in a folio or imperial quarto, which no 
one ever dreams of using except = a desk or table, - 
Some estimate of the amount of matter contained in this 
mass of = may be made from the fact that the table-of 
contents alone fills 110 pages; there are 14 oof 
statutes cited; while the table of cases cited eater over 
101 pages a about 120 cases each ; that is to say, 
that above 12,000 judicial decisions are referred to, We ate 
glad to perceive that the learned authors have, in a great 
measure, avoided the bad habit, on which we have more than 
once found it our duty to remark, of quoting exclusi 
from one, and that often not among the most available, of 
the various sets of reports; and though their references ate 
not throughout so completely oan 9 MF as we could have 
wished, there seems to be no ground in this respect for any 
serious animadversion. 9 tebe 
In the exceedingly valuable information which merge 
us concerning proceedings in chambers, we should: 
Fp lad to i had ore a os on tee ae 
the orders cited were actually made by the ju imag 
and which merely by the ‘‘ judge in chambers ;” 
without intending any disparagement to the learned chief 
clerks, that would obviously materially affect the value of 
the decision, not only for quotation in argument, but.asa 
ide to the practitioner in similar circumstances. And in 
this matter the registrar’s book gives us no assistance, be 
cause, althongh it is true that only certain classes of 
the orders in Chambers are drawn up by the registrar, 
the question whether any perttenine order should or not be 
80 Fama does not depend upon the authority. by 
it was in fact pronounced, but upon the. nature, of the 
work itself. If-Mr. Biddle would insert in the. nextedi- 
tion, or even give as an appendix to the present.one, 6 
short report of such of the cases referred to. as were dec 
after argument by the Master of the Rolls himself, he 
would greatly add to the value of a work already one of 
the most valuable law books which it has been our good 
fortune to meet with. 





COURTS. 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
(Before Lord Justice Lorp CAIRNS). p 

July 30.—The Solicitor-General, on behalf of the, har, 
called the attention of his Lordship to the inconvenience 
which counsel suffered in consequence of their. Lo 
sitting separately, because counsel could not be in two 
eourts at the same time. He took the liberty of sugges 
that the inconvenience would be greatly mitigated if the 
papers were so arranged that appeals from two Courts of 
first instance were taken by each of their Lordships. : 

Lorp Carrs expressed. his readiness to consult the ¢on 
venience of counsel, and would see what arrangements 
be made with that view. Their Lordships, however, were 
very anxious to dispose of the appeal motions before the 
vacation. 

July 29.—The provisions of the new Chancery a— 
(Despatch of Business) Act were put. in force for the 
time, and Lord Cairns sat alone. : 

Re The Suburban Hotel Company (Limited),—This ws 
an appeal made by Vice-Chancellor Malins to wind-up the 
above company, vide supra, p. 772, where the facts am 
stated. The winding-up petition was presented bya holder 
of 200 shares, but folds of shares to the amount of 2,000 
out of 3,260 were in favour of continuing the un 
Most, however, of these shares were held by Mr. 
Nicol, the promoter of the company, who had re 
large rae a of paid-up shares. The remaining sliares-n0t 
being paid-up. 

Glasse, Qu, and Buchanan, for the company. 

Roxburgh, Q.C., and Leeson, in support of 
Chancellor's order. ' 

The appeal was argued before Lord Cairns and the lay 
Lord Justice Turner, and to-day it was placed in the pap 
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before Lord Cairns. As neither of the parties desired to add 


arguments, 
— Cairns gave judgment, and said that the late Lord 
Justice: con in the conclusion. The power given to 
Court to wind-up a company whenever it should think 
it just and. equitable to do so, must be taken to point to 
something ¢jusdem generis with the cases mentioned in the 
former part of section 79 of the Companies’ Act, 1862. That 
would be something of the nature of insolvency, or incapa- 
ity on the part of the company, for some other reason, to 
eontinue its business. In the present case there was no in- 
solvency the uncalled capital was more than sufficient to 
pay the debts. An overw elming majority of shareholders 
were in favour of going on with the business, and as the 
original contract with Mr. Donald Nicol was not impeached, 
he must be taken to be in the same position as any other 
shareholder who had fully paid up his shares, and his vote 
must’ be entitled to equal weight. His Lordship thought 
that. the case of Re Factage Parisien, 13 W. R. 330, cited 
the respondents’ counsel, was really an authority against 
em. If it were shown to the Court that the whole sub- 
stratum of the business of the company had become impos- 
sible, a winding-up order might be made ; but, in the pre- 
sent case, though there had hitherto been a loss, it was 
quite possible that under better management there would 
be a profit, and the Court would not, against the will of a 
majority of the shareholders, make a winding-up order. 


‘The Vice-Chancellor’s order must be discharged, and the 


winding-up petition dismissed with costs, but there would 
be no costs of the appeal. 

July 31.— THe Lorp CHANCELLOR sitting in his own 
éourt, the Lords Justices sat together in theirs. With 
reference to their separate sittings under the recent Act, the 
following opinions were delivered by their Lordships :— 

Lorp Justice Lorp Carrns.—With regard to the operation 
of the recent Act of Parliament, we have consulted the Lord 
Chancellor, and we are all of opinion that there is no doubt the 
Act, in excepting the rehearing of decrees made on the hearin 
of a cause, uses the language in the well-known technica 
meaning of the words ‘‘decree made on the hearing of a 


 gattse,” as they occur in various Acts of Parliament, and in 


all orders of the Court. In previous Acts of Parliament 
and orders of the Court, a clear distinction is made between 
casés where there is replication filed and subpena to hear 
judgment, in the o!d regular mode well known to the Court; 
and cases in which a motion for decree is made under the 
recent paactice of the- Court, which no doubt may result in 
the Court disposing of all the questions, or the important 
asym in the cause, but which, nevertheless, does not 
lead to the hearing of the cause in the technical sense of the 
term. We have no doubt whatever as to the effect of the 
Act of Parliament, and that it enables a rehearing of a 
decree made on motion for decree to take place before any 
member of the Court. 

Lorp Justicz Roit.—I also may say that I think there 
is no doubt as to the’construction of the Act. There is no 
doubt whatever as to the intention of the framers, and the 
words express that intention. ‘There are decrees made on 
motion, and decrees made on the hearing of a cause ; the 
distinction is kept up in all the orders, and the words of 
the Act are that no decrees made on the hearing of a cause 
Shall be heard before one judge. The expression was intended 
not to include motions for decree, and I am of opinion that 
it does not. 

(Before Lord Justice Rou). 

July 30.—Re Newman.—In this cnse (reported 15 W. R. 
630), in which the Master of the Rolls had, on the ground 
of pressure, ordered taxation of a bill of costs of Messrs. 

1, .Solicitors, of Barnsley, after payment, and 
ordered the solicitors in question to pay the costs of the 
aieation. 

Che solicitors appealed. 

Selwyn, Q.C., and C. 7’. Simpson, for the appellants. 


- Tease Q.C., and Ince, for the respondent, 


/Rouz, L,J., affirmed the order of the Master of the Rolls 

irecting taxation, but varied his Lordship’s order. by 
sirnating that the costs of the application should abide the 
result of the taxation. He also gave a similar direction as 
to the costs of the appeal. 


ROLLS COURT. 


July 31—Clarke v. Addington—In this case a testator, 
by his will, dated 1769, gave certain bequests and 





legacies, and a sum of money was, by an order made 
in 1812, set apart to answer some of those legacies, 
but up to the present time the representatives of some 
of the legatees had not been ascertained, and it was 
now asked that the fund which had remained in court so 
long unclaimed might be paid out to the residuary legatee. 

is LoRDSHIP was of opinion that after ninety-eight years 
he might grant the prayer of the petition, because there 
must be some limit to the period during which the right of 
a residuary legatee should be held in suspense, an under- 
taking must, however, be given to meet any deduction, 
should it, in the future, be made. 

Order accordingly. 


Ang. 2.—His LorpsuiP having disposed of all the matters 
in his paper rose, for the Long Vacation, at twelve o'clock. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR MALINS. 

July 30.—His Honour said, so far as he could at pre- 
sent see, he should rise on Saturday (this day). He had, 
however, made an appointment to hear a winding-up 
case on Thursday, the 8th of August ; and on that day 
and the following Thursday he should come up to town. 
After that time parties must come to him, and he should be 
staying about forty miles from London. But he desired it 
to be thoroughly understood that he should not hear any 
matters in the vacation that were not of an urgent and pres- 
sing character 

When his Honour rose on Friday, however, it appeared 
probable from the state of business that he would sit on 
Tuesday, if not on Wednesday. 


Lord v. Colvin.—E. F. Smith appeared on this petition ; 
and in the course of his statement it transpired that the 
costs of the litigation had been £76,000. 

His Honour said he should suppose the costs were larger 
than in any other suit, with the exception probably of SmalZ 
v. Attwood. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR STUART. 

His Honour rose yesterday, shortly after eleven o'clock 

for the vacation. oe 
COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GoULBURN.) 

July 30.—Re Rathbone.—Leave given to issue process 
after execution of a Composition Deed.—His Honour said 
that application had been made to him on behalf of some 
creditors of this debtor, a commission agent, who had filed 
and registered a deed of arrangement, that process might 
issue against him notwithstanding the deed. The clause 
giving the Court power to do this was exceedingly - vagte, 
and there was nothing to guide the discretion of the Court, 
But it had always been held that where the debtor had 
offered a composition and failed to pay it, or where fraud 
had been resorted to in the concoction of the deed, in such 
cases leave ought to be given to issue process. He thought 
there was frand in the present case. A large debt was 
alleged to be due to a niece of the debtor, it not being 
shown how she could have been possessed of such a sum ; 
and a still larger sum was said to be owing to another 
person, there being no clear account in vither cases how or 
when the advances were made. The double object of this 
collusion appeared to be to obtain a preponderance over the 
other creditors, and at the same time to take away from 
them the whole of the debtor's property. Believing 
this to be a fraudulent proceeding the Court would give 
leave for process to issue, but application being made to 
that effect the order would be suspended for ten days to 
give opportunity for appeal. 

July 31.—Re Brandon.—The bankruptcy in this case 
occurred twenty-six years ago, and property to. the amount 
of £1,500 had recently come to the estate, through the ter- 
mination of a chancery suit. 

Mr. Rooks now asked for the authority of the Court to ad- 
vertise for creditors or their representatives. The assignees 
were dead ; the proceedings were lost ; and in auswer to a 
former notice no creditor had appeared. 

His Honovr asked what would become of the money if 
no no claimant came forward. He supposed it would go to 
the court fund. 

Mr. Rooks apprehended that it would go to the bankrupt's 
representatives. 

is Hoxovr made the desired order. 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Ropert SpankizE, of the Bengal Civil Service, has 
been appointed a Judge of the High Court of the North 
Western Provinces of India. 

Mr. Francis Norron has been appointed a London Com- 
missioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 

Mr. Freperick Tuomas Dusors has been appointed a 
London Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 

Mr. Winu1AmM HENry WALSH, of the City of Oxford, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in 
Chancery. 

Mr. FarriEss BARBER, ., of Brighouse, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


It is understood that the report of the Marriage Law 

Commission will not be presented to Parliament this year. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 

July 26.—The Railway Companies’ Bill. Lord Redesdale 
presented a petition from a large number of members of the 
Stock Exchange, praying that the bill might be amended so 
that the rights of bondholders and other creditors might be 
duly protected. The clauses providing for the sale of 
railways having been struck out, the arrangement clauses 
enabling the directors to submit a scheme for the relief of the 
company’s difficulties would be practically useless, and he 
intended to move the omission of these clauses. He thought 
also that there should be some limitation on the power of 
the company to issue debenture stock, and proposed to move, 
as an amendment to clause 21, a proviso forbidding com- 
panies to create debenture stock having interest higher than 
£5 per cent. for longer than seven years. 

The Duke of Richmond said the bill had been much al- 
tered by the Select Committee. They had decided that 
there was not sufficient evidence before them to justify the 
adoption of that portion of the bill which provided for the 
sale of railways. He thought that conclusion a correct one. 
He thought the arrangement scheme might be serviceable, 
and objected to the proviso by which Lord Redesdale pro- 
post to limit the borrowing powers as regards bebenture- 
stock. 

Lord Cairns had read the Stock Exchange petition ; as 
the eis respecting the sale of railways had been struck 
out by the bill he supposed the objections of the petitioners 
were removed. 

Lord Overstone agreed to a great extent with Lord Re- 
desdale. He said the question relating to bond and debenture- 
holders was a very difficult one, and thought that no step 
should be taken which would weaken the railway bond in 
the public estimation. 

Tn committee on the bill, clauses 1, 2, 3, were agreed to. 

Clause 4 was amended, on the motion of Lord Cairns, by 
the words including ‘decree, order, or rule,” in the term 
‘* judgment.” 

Clause 6 was carried by a majority of 35 to 14, and the bill 
passed through committee. 

The Railway Companies’ (Scotland) Bill passed through 
committee with amendments. 

The Courts of Law (Officers’) Bill, was read a second 
time, 

Amendments in the Vaccination Bill were agreed too, and 
it was read a third time and passed. 

The Naval Knights’ of Windsor Bill, and the Vice- 
President of the Board of Trade Bill passed through 
committee. 

July 29.—In the absence, necessitated by indisposition, 
of Lord Derby, the Earl of Malmesbury moved that their 
Lordships should go into committee on’ the Representation 
of the People Bill. 


The Earl of Halifax moved as an amendment :—‘‘ That for 


the os ee of effecting a settlement of the question of the 
re-distribution of seats the proposed scheme is inadequate, 
and that it is expedient to provide the means of giving 
more representatives to large and important constituencies 
than are given by this bill.” 

After a long debate the amendment was rejected by 
majority of 100 to 59. The House then resolved itself into 
committee on the bill, 





The preamble was postponed. 

Clauses 1 and 2 were agreed to. 

Clause 3 was amended by the substitution of the te 
‘¢ poor rates” for ‘‘ rates made for the relief of the poor,” 

On clause 4 (lodger franchise) an amendment by the Karl 
of Romney, providing that the term of occupation of the sams 
lodgings should date from the 25th of March instead of the 
81st of July, was negatived without a division.—An amenj. 
ment was proposed by Lord Cairns, adding words which wot] 
extend the operation of the clause to cases where the’ 
house was divided into sets of chambers or rooms not 
separately rated. After some debate this amendment (which 
gives votes to the occupants of rooms in halls or colleges), 
was carried by a majority of 124 to 76.—An amendment 
Lord Cairns, substituting £15 for £10 as the limit of the 
lodger franchise, was carried by a crore | of 121 to 89.— 
The Earl of Shaftesbury proposed, but did not press toa 


division, an amendment excluding from the lodger franchise 
persons who had, during their twelve months’ residence, 
received parochial relief. 

Clause 5 (county property franchise). The Earl of 
Harrowby proposed an amendment raising the qualification 
from £5 to £10. Ona division upon the question that the 
e clause was rejected by 


clause stand part of the bill, 
a majority of 119 to 56. 

Clause 6 was, with a verbal amendment, agreed to. 

Progress was then reported. 

The Railways (Scotland) Bill, the Naval ights of 
Windsor Bill, and the Vice-President of the Board of Trade 
Bill, were read a third time and passed. 

The Industrial and Provident Societies Bill was read a 
second time. 

The Agricultural Gangs Bill was read a first time. 

July 30.—In committee on the Representation of the 
People Bill :— 

Earl Grey moved the omission of clause 7 (the clause 
abolishing the compound householder). The clause was 
retained by a majority of 143 to 43. 

Clause 8 was agreed to. 

Viscount Halifax proposed the following clause to follow 
clause 8: ‘That sections 24 & 25 of the Act of the second 
year of William IV., chapter 45, be repealed, and that in 

lace thereof it be enacted—‘ No person shall be entitled to 

.e registered as a voter for a county member or members in 
respect of any premises situate in a borough if he would be 
entitled to be registered in respect of such premises asa 
voter for a member or members of Parliament to serve for 
such boroughs,’ ” The clause was rejected by a majority of; 
135 to 41. if 

A clause by Lord Lyttelton, providing that no 
should be entitled to vote who could not write a. le; 
hand, and that the Privy Council should provide regula- 
tions for giving effect to this provision, was negatived with- 
out a division. 

A clause by the Marquis of Clanricarde, provides that: 
freemen, except where already on the register, should not,’ 
as such, be entitled to vote, was negatived without div 
sion. 

An amendment by Lord Cairns, providing that in consti- 
tuencies returning three members, the voters. shall be re: 
spectively entitled to vote for two candidates only, was 
carried by a majority of 142 to 51, taal 

Another clause by Lord Cairns providing that ‘‘at.a coms, 
tested election for the City of pos no person shall vote; 
for more than three candidates,” was agreed to without. 
division. sat 

The Marquis of Bristol proposed the omission of clause 6, 
(no elector to be entitled to vote who, within six months af 
the election, have been employed for reward by or on beh 
of BJ candidate). The amendment was negatived wi 
a division. 


Lord Sondes moved the omission of Great Yarmouth from 
clause 10 (disfranchising Reigate, Great Yarmouth, and Lan: 


caster), and Lord Romilly proposed to limit the disfranchise* 
ment to fifteen’ years. e cluuse, however, was a 
unaltered,’ without a division. ry 


Clauses 11 and 12 (with verbal amendments) and-13'and” 


14 were agreed to. Progress Was then re i 
The Industrial and Provident Socities Bill passed through 
Committee. 


August 1.—In committee on the Representation of thie’ 


People Bill :— 


An amendment by Karl Grey to clause 15 (no borouglt ’ 
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,000 population to return more than oae member), 
_— an sadatnalis from 10,000° to 12,000, was rejected 
by'a majority of 98 to 86. ; , 

An amendment by Lord Lyveden, disfranchising all 
boroughs under 5,000 population, was rejected by a majority 
of 93 to 37, As 

Lord Denman moved the omission of clause 16 (confer- 
ring an additional member apiece on Manchester, Liverpool, 
Birmingham, and Leeds), in order to transfer the new seats 
elsewhere.’ The amendment was negatived without a divi- 


"Clauses 17 to 20 received some verbal amendments. 
Clauses 21 to 27 inclusive were: agreed to. 
The Agricultural Gangs Bill was read a second time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

July 26.—The House went into Committee of Supply. 

The Criminal Extradition Bill.—Mr. Denman having re- 
ferred to the circumstance that a motion stood on the paper 
in the name of the Secretary of the Treasury, for leave to 
introduce a bill to continue certain expiring laws, men- 
tioned that among the number was the Act providing for the 
extradition of criminals, which was assented to by the House 
last on the understanding that an opportunity would 
be given this year to consider, in the words of the Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs, *‘the whole matter fully and de- 
liberately.” He hoped the Government would not think it 
right to. deal, as was proposed, with a bill which ought, he 
contended, tobe brought forward separately. 

Mr. Hunt said it had been arranged that the Extradi- 
tion of Criminals Bill should be put in the Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill on the understanding that an opportunity 
would be.afforded of fully discussing the question. 

The Justices of the Peace Disqualification Removal Bill 
was read a third time and passed. 

The Reports on the Courts of Law (Fees) and the Customs 
Revenue were brought up and agreed to. 

The Report on Fortifications and Works was brought up 
pi aaa to, and leave given to bring in a hill founded 

ereon. 

The Indemnity Bill, the Bank Post Bills (Ireland) Bill, 
the Consecration and Ordination Fees Bill (as amended), 
and the Trusts (Scotland) Bill passed through committee. 

The, Game Laws Amendment (Ireland) Bill, and the 
Capital. Punishment within Prisons Bill were withdrawn. 

Mr. Colville obtained leave to bring in a bill to re- 
gulate the office of clerk to justices in counties. 

Mr. Hunt obtained leave to bring in a bill to continue 
various expiring laws, 

The Report of the Army (System of Retirement) was 
agreed to,” 


July 29.—In reply to Sir J. Ogilvy, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said-that it was not: intended to proceed 
with the Scotch Reform. Bill this. session. 

Parliamentary Elections Bill.—The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer said the Government had no hope of being 
able to with this bill this session ; the order of the 
day for its committal was therefore discharged. 

The House went into Committee of Supply. 

Meetings in Royal Parks Bill.—On the order for going into 
committee on this bill, Mr. Locke moved:—* that this 
House deems it inexpedient to proceed at this moment with 
any bill touching the regulation of the parks.” After a 
long debate the amendment was rejected by a majority of 
133 to 88, The House then went into committee on the 
bill, bat progess was immediately reported. 

The, Customs Revenue Bill passed through committee. 

The Inland Revenue Bill passed through committee, the 
clanses relating to the duty on presentations to benefices in 
Scotland, being omitted, and those relating to stamp duty 
on. coupons being postponed. 

The Poor-Law Board Bill, the District Lunatic Asylum 
Officers (Ireland) Bill, the eet | Court (Ireland) Bill, 
the Indemnity Bill, and the Bank Post Bills (Ireland) Bill 
were read a thi e and 

The Lords’ amendments in the Trades’ Union Commission 
Act (1867) Extension Bill, and the Offices and Oaths Bill 
Were agreed, to, 

The Fortifications (Provisions for Expenses) Bill, the 


Couirts of Law Fees, &c,, Bill, the Expiring Laws Continu- 





ance Bill, the Prorogation of Parliament Bill, and the 
| Patriotic Fund Bill were read a second time. 
The Trusts (Scotland) Bill wasordered to be recommitted. 
Piss Tramways (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill was with- 
wn. 


‘July 30.—Sir R. Palmer asked the Chancellor of tlie Ex- 
chequer whether the government was prepared to advise her 
Majesty to issue a commission of inquiry into the operation 
ont effect of the present constitution of the superior courts 
of law and equity in England (including the Courts of Ex 
chequer Chamber and of oe in Chancery), and the 
Courts of Admiralty and of Probate and Divorce respectively, 
and into the operation and effect of the present separation 
and division of jurisdictions between the said several courts, 
and also into the — and effect of the present 
arrangements for holding and. transacting the business 
of the Assizes throughout England and Wales, and of the 
present divisions of the legal year into terms and otherwise ; 
and generally into the operation and effect of the 
existing laws and arrangements for distributing and trans- 
acting. the judicial business of the said courts Co ge 
tively, as well in open court as at chambers, with a 
view to ascertain whether any and what changes and im- 
provements; either by uniting and consolidating the said 
courts, or any of them; or by extending or altering their 
several jurisditions, or assigning any matters or causes now 
within their respective cognizance to any other juris- 
diction, or. by increasing or reducing the number of 
judges in the said courts, or any of them, or empowering 
one or more judges in any of the said courts to transact 
any kind of business now transacted by a greater number ; 
or by any new arrangement of the divisions of the legal year; 
of by altering the mode in which the business of the said 
courts, or any of them, or of the assizes, or any part thereof, 
was now distributed or conducted ; or otherwise might be 
advantageously. made, so as to provide for the more speedy, 
economical, and satisfactory despatch of the judicial business 
— transacted by the same courts, and at the assizes respec- 
tively.” 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer said that the Govern- 
ment had considered the subject to which the question re- 
ferred, and it was their opinion that it would be expedient 
to issue a commission for the purpose indicated. 


July 31.—Mr. Fawcett’s Agricultural Children’s Educa- 
‘tion Bill was withdrawn. 
- In committee on the Masters and Workmen Bill. 

Clause 7 was amended at the suggestion of Mr, Goldney, 
by the insertion of words empowering the employment of 
professional legal assistance in arbitrations or proceedings 
under the bill, ‘‘ if consented to by both parties.” The other 
clauses were agreed to. 

The Commons Enclosure Bill was thrown out. 

The order for the second reading of the Sale of Liquors on 
Sunday Bill was discharged. 

The Factory Acts Extension Bill passed through com- 
mittee, clause 5 being amended so as to bring under the 
bill establishments employing 50 or more hands, the limit 
having previously been 100. The Labour Regulation Bilt 
committed at the same time was in consideration when pro- 
gress was reported. 

The Sewage Bill passed through committee. 


August. 1.—Mr.. Monsell asked the intentions of the 

Government respecting the Irish railway system, 
. Lord Naas said this subject was most important, but it 
was too late to take it up this session, and, moreover, the 
Government had not yet collected sufficient information. 
It was the intention of the Treasury to appoint a Commis- 
‘sion under the Act of 1844 to inquire into the. financial 
position of the Irish railways, to bring in a short bill 
which would extend their — of inquiry under that Act 
to al] the railways and to the condition of the lines. 

The House went into Committee of Su Ply. 

The Court of Chancery ¢Officers) Bill Militia Pay 
Bill, the Guarantee of Government Offices Bill, the Courts 
‘of Law- Fees Bill, and the Prorogation of Parliament Bill 
passed t h committee, 

The Mixed: Marriages (Ireland) Bill wes withdrawn. 

The Lord’s Amendments to the Railways (Scotland) Bill 
nnd oe ici petra yee bl . to. Bil, 

toms ‘enue » an C) . were 
read a third time and passed. roe 
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TRELAND. 


CONSOLIDATED CHAMBER. 
(Before F1TzGERALD, B.) 

July 19.—Gurney v. M’Kenna.—The plaintiff is a short- 
hand writer living in London, and the defendant is editor 
of the Ulster Observer, published in Belfast. The action 
was to recover certain fees for taking shorthand notes and 
furnishing a report of proceedings of a committee of the 
House of Commons appointed to consider the Belfast Borough 
Bill, and the plaintiff alleged that the defendant, as one of 
the parties who opposed the bill, was liable for a portion 
of the fees. 

Carton, for the defendant, moved that the plaintiff, who 
lived in London, should give security for costs, the defen- 
dant having filed an affidavit denying his liability, and 
stating that he never employed or caused to be employed a 
shorthand writer to make any report of the proceedings. 

The application was granted. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 
(Before Judge MILLER). 


July 26.—Shortly after the sitting of the Court, 

His Lorpsui? said he desired to call attention to a practice 
which had for some time existed on the bankruptcy side of 
the court, namely, the practice of parties who were not soli- 
citors appearing in cases to represent solicitors. He then 
recounted the facts in the recent case of Hx parte Broad- 
house (vide supra, pp. 792, 887, 894), and the decision of 
Lord Cairns and Lord Justice Rolt that the Commissioner 
was right in refusing to hear Mr. Dale as the clerk of 
Messrs. Duignan & Co., and said that after this intimation 
he (Judge Miller) hoped he should not have to refer to the 
matter again. The rule was inexorable on the insolvent 
side of the court, where Mr. Farrell, the registrar, was very 
jealous of the rights of the profession. He did not know 
why there should be laxity on the bankruptcy side. The 
profession, he considered, ought to be jealous in protecti 
their professional privileges. It was a high privilege, an 
one well worth preserving. In future he thought the regis- 
trar ought to take care that the rule was observed. 

Mr. Casey (of the firm of Casey & Clay) thought the 
rofession ought to feel greatly obliged to his Lordship for 
ringing forward the matter. 

His LorpsxiP said the question had now been decided 

by one of the highest tribunals in England. 





OBITUARY. 


KENNETH MACAULAY, Esg., Q.C. 

This gentleman, who was a first cousin of the late Lord 
Macaulay, died on the morning of the 29th, at his resi- 
dence, near Cambridge. He was the youngest son of the 
Rev. Aulay Macaulay, of Rothley, Leicestershire, and was 
born at Rothley in 1815. 

Subsequently he became a member of Jesus College, 
Cambridge, graduated B.A., in 1815, and was called to the 
bar in 1839, He afterwards became the leader of the Mid- 
land Circuit, and received a silk gown in 1850. He was 
three times returned to Parliament for the borough of 
Cambridge, viz., in 1852, 1857, and 1859. Upon the first 
of these occasions, however, he was unseated for bribery. 

While addressing a meeting of electors of this constituency, 
during the general election of 1865, he was seized with a para- 
lytic attack, which eventually caused his death. The 
sy is believed to have been the result of an overtasked 

rain. 

He was a member both of the Middle and Inner Temple, 
and a bencher of the former society, of which, in the year 
immediately preceding his illness, he filled the office of 
treasurer. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 

The preliminary examination in general knowl will 
take place on Wednesday the 12th and Thursday the 13th 
February, 1868, and will comprise :— 

1. Reading aloud a passage from some English author, 

2. ‘Writing from dictation. 





$< 


8. English Grammar. 

4, Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic—A competent knowledge of the first four 
rules, simple and compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History—Questions on English history. 

8. Latin—Elementary knowledge of Latin. 

9. 1. Latin. 2. Greek, Ancient or Modern. 3. French 
4, German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian. 

The special examiners have selected the following books, 
in which candidates will be examined in the subjects num. 
bered 9 at the examination on the 12th and 138th February, 
1867 :— 
my Latin—Cicero, Pro Milone, or Virgil, neid, Book 


In Greek—Homer, Iliad, Book I. 

In modern Greek — Bevroriie ‘Isropia ris ’Apspixis, 
BiBarioy 2’. 

In French—Voltaire, Mérope, or Guizot, Guillaume le 
Conquérant. 

In German—Schiller, Don Carlos, or Goethe, Die Leiden 
des Jungen Werther. 

In Spanish—Cervantes, Don Quixote, cap. xv. to xxx. 
both inclusive ; or, Moratin, El Sidelas Nifias. 

In Italian—Manzoni’s I Promessi Sposi, cap. i. to viii., 
both inclusive ; or, Tasso’s Gerusalemme, 4, 5, and 6 cantos; 
and Volpe’s Eton Italian Grammar. 

With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candidate 
will be examined in one language only, according to his 
selection. Candidates will have the choice of either of the 
above-mentioned works. 

The examinations will be held at the Incorporated Law 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, and at some of the 
following towns :---Birmingham, Brighton, Bristol, Cam- 
bridge, Cardiff, Carlisle, Carmarthen, Chester, Durham, 
Exeter, Lancaster, Leeds, Lincoln, Liverpool, Maidstone, 
Manchester, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Oxford, Plymouth, 
Salisbury, Shrewsbury, Swansea, Worcester, York. 

Candidates are required by the judges’ orders to give one 
calendar month’s notice to the Incorporated Law Society, 
before the day appointed for the examination, of. the lan- 
guage in which they propose to be examined, the place at 
which they wish to be examined, and their age and place 
of education. All notices should be addressed to the Secre- 
tary of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


——+ 
INSURANCE COMPANIES. 





Dividend 


per annum Names. 'Shares. 





£ 
Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life’ 
County... die 3 rasa]: BOS 
Eagle nes eee ono 
Equity and Law ... eve 10 
English & Scot, Law Life! 
Equitable Reversionary,..! 
Do. New... vee aon 
Gresham Lire 
Guardian ... Aes eel a 
Home & Col. Ass., Limtd, 
Imperial Life... oo} 2 
Law Fire... 
Law Life ... 
Law Union ie ee 
Legal & General Life ... 
London & Provincial Law, 50 
North Brit. & Mercantile} 50 
Provident Life ...  ...| 100 
20 per cent| Royal Exchange... 
64 percent] Sun Fire... 
ove Do. Life ... 
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ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK, 
Last Quorartion, Aug. 1, 1867, 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Annuities, April, ’85 
Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 


3 per Cent. Consols, 9 9 
Ex Bills, £1000. 4 per Ct.28pm 


4b 
Ditto for Account, Sep. 10, 944 
8 per Cent. Reduced, 93§ 2 
New 3 per Cent., 93§ Ditto, £500, Do pm . 

Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 94 Ditto, £100 & £200, 28.pm ... ; 
Do. 2} per Cent., Jan. 94 Bank of Engng Stock, 6 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 260 . 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, ; 


Buespvuct: 


SS Ee Se LE Se Bd Mek Se EE SY 5 Pe eee ee SY 


ae tg be ee a ee oe Oe a fe ase Of 6 eel ont oh 
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INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
India Stk.,103p Ct.Apr.’74, 218} | Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72, 103 


unt Ditto, 5§ per Cent., May,’79, 108 
Sate Pie Cont. ‘Jaly,"80112 | Ditto’ Debentures, per’ Cent., 


Ditto 
April, 64 — 
Ditto for Account, Do. Do. § per Cent., Aug. '73 1055 


Cent., Oct. °88, 994 
pit “altto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 por Ct., £1000, 70 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 87 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 70 pm. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 
Railways. 








Bristol and MBRUNGE ccassvelosse ccitsccccossecsete 


Glasgow and South-Western ..... 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ......... 
Northern 1 
Do., A Stock* 1 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Original .........00.+:s0000» 
Do., West Midland—Oxford 


rt eseeseee * 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ennceee 
London, Brighton, and South Coast... 
London, Chatham, and Dover.........s000+ 
London and North-Western..... 
London and South-Western ..... ° 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln.... 


Stock | Midland 
Do., Birmingham and Derby  ......0.00] 
North British 
North London 
Do., 1866 
North Staffordshi 
Scottish Central 
Stock | South Devon. ....... 
South-Eastern 
Taff Vale. 
Do., C 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 



























































Money MagketT AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

The inclemency of the weather, and its possible effects upon 
the harvest prospects, combined with unfavourable advices from 
Paris and other quarters on the continent, caused the week to 
open with an eration of the decline which we had to record 
last week. During the middle of the week there was a slight 
tendency to rally, but latterly the downward course has been 
Tresum In the Share Market business has been dull and 

ices low ; with many descriptions, however, this may be attri- 
uted in part to the quotations being ex-dividend. Towards the 
middle of the week, when the funds, as we just o " 
exhibited a slight rally, British Railway Investments declined 
more than ever ; just-now, however, when the funds are dull 
and on the decline, British Railway Investments exhibit a 
firmer tone, so capricious are the oscillations of the various 
descriptions of investment at this extraordinary season. A 
sum of upwards of half-a-million is tobe invested this quarter 
for. the reduction of the National Debt, about one-thi 
than the mding figure of last quarter. It seems, how- 
ever to be anticipated that the purchases which will have to be 
made will not be commenced at present, or before the expira- 
tion of a- fortnight. The bullion plethora continues. The Board 
of Trade returns for the past month exhibit a steady trade. 

The Joint-Stock Banks appear to keep up their dividends. 

Rentes, 69f, 17c. 





PaTRiarcus OF THE Law.~“ Dod’s Book of Dignities” 
affords the following extraordi instance of longevity 
amongst our great men of the law :—Ex-Chancellor Brougham, 
89. years; Ex-Chancellor St. Leonards, 86; Ex-C or of 
Ireland, Blackburne, 85 ; Ex-Judge Lord Wensleydale, 85; Ex- 
Chief Justice of Ireland, Lefroy, 91; Ex-Chief Baron Pollock, 
84; Acting Ju of Admiralty, Lushington, 85. Total age 
of seven persons years. This gives an av to each of 
more than 86 years and 5 months. But if the exact birthday 
was given, itis probable the average would reach 87,—Zimes, 





-ESTATE EXCHANGE R&SPORT. 


AT THE. MART. 
July.28.—By Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, & Famer. 
Freehold residential estate, known as Haverswood, in the parish of 
Brasted. Kent, consisting of a mansion, pleasure grounds, gurdens, 


stabling and coach-house, farmery, outbuil &c., in all 110s 2r 33p° 
soaks haee . anh PRs yer bs 


By Messrs. Beabst. 
, Nos. 9 & 10, High-street, Bow; also 9 


Copyhold 2 houses. and shops 
cottages; Nos. 4to10, and 13 and 14, Brewery-yard, High-street, let 
on lease at £72 per annum—Sold for £1,310. 
July 24:—By Messrs. Fanesrorare, Crark, & Co, 


( 0, 28, Mildmay-park, Ball’s Pond-road, Islin 
in at 880 pr autam ‘erm, ot yeare unexptred; at £7 pet prot 





Leasehold, 3 res dences, Nos. 132, 134. and 136, Downham-road, Islington, 
let at £45 each per annum ; term, 84} years unexpired, at £5 each per 
annum — Sold for £1,635. 

By Messrs Buaxe. 

Freehold estate, situate at Shirley, Croydon, Surrey, comprising a house, 

barn, garden, and 25a 2r 22p of meadow and arable land—Sold for 


£10,300, 

Freehold estate, comprising 3 acres of land, fronting Elmers-end-road, 

’ Beckenham, jeased st £300 per annum—Sold for £7,400. 

Freehold, 44a 3r 4p of land, situate as above—Sold for £10,500. 

By Messrs. Sepewicx & Son. 

Freehold estate, known as Mill-end-farm, situate in the parish of Rick- 
mansworth, Herts, comprising a residence, with pleasure grounds, 
stabling, and farmyard ; and 2 cottages at Drayton Ford, Fishery, &c., 
and 58a 2r 10p of arable and meadow land—Sold for £5,000, 

July 24.—By Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, & Farmer. 

Leasehold residence, No. 4, Cumberland-street, St. George’s-road, Pimlico, 
jer value £65; term, 74 years from 1859, at £8 per aunum—Sold 


Leasehold, 4 houses (in carcase) Nos. 5to 8, Rye-hill-road, Peckham-rye ; 
term, 99 years from 1866, at £10 per annum—Sold for £4600. 

Leasehold premises, No. 2, Queenhithe, City, let at £250 per annum ; 
term, 17 years unexpired, at £100 per annum—Sold for £830, 

By Messrs, Ex1s & Son. 

Leasehold residence, No. 8, Fitzr»y-street, Fitzroy-square, annual value 
£100, also a building in the rear, No.7, London mews ; term,90 years 
from 1590, at £14 14s. per annum—Sold for £470. 

Leasehold. 2 residences, Nos. 60 & 62, Hill-street, Peckham ; term, 70$ 
years from 1818, at £12 per annum—Sold for £400. 

Leasehold beerhouse, known as the Olive Branch, No. 266. Southampton- 
street, Camberwell, let at £24 per annum ; term, 99 years from 1790, 
at £4 per annum—Sold for £160. 

July 26.—By Messrs. Facesrotuer, Lre, & Waker. 

Leasehold 4 residences, Nos. 297, 309, 313, 315, Vauxhall-bridge-road 
producing £263 per annum; terms, 57 yeurs unexpired, at £10 each 
per annnm—Sold for £2,570. , 

June 27.—By Messrs. Norton, Tatst, Watner, & Co. 

Freehold residence, with stabling, garden, orchard, and cottage, situate 
at Hillington-end, Uxbridge, Middlesex—Sold for £1,670. 

Freehold and Copyhold, 2 residences, with garden, situate as above, pro- 
ducing £75 per annum—Sold for £1,440. 

By Mr. W. G. Gray. 

Freehold estate, known as Swig’s-hule Furm, in the parishes of Hors- 
monden and Brenchley, Kent, comprising farmhouse, oast-house, cot- 
tages, buildings, and !6la Or 35p of land—Sold for £5,000. 

July 29.—By Messrs. Carnnocx, GaLswoartuy, & Curnnock. 

Leasehold set of stabling, No. 12, Lancaster-gate-mews, let on lease at 
£85 per annum; term, 96 years from 1865, at £14 per annum—Sold 


for £910. 
July 30.—By Mr. P. D, Tockerr. 

Freehold house, three tenements, and three cottages and land, situate at 
Silchester, Hants, and containing 3a Ir 9p-—Sold for £645. 

Freehold farm buildings, and 78a Ir 14p of arable, pasture, and wood 
land, situate as above - Sold for £3,"60, 

July 31.—By Messrs. kpwin Fox & Bousrretp. 

Leasehold, 16 houses Nos. | to 16, Maismore-sqnare, Peckham, produc- 
ing £539 per annum, term 77 years, from 1859, at £192 per annum— 
Sold for £2,350. 

Leasehold. 5 houses and shops, Nos. | to 5, Victoria-terrace Kennington, 
producing £201 per annum; term 60 years from 1846, at £3 per 
annum—Sold for £1,200. 

Leashold house, No. 8, Sidmouth-terrace, Commercial-roid, Old Kent- 
road, annual value £28, term 90 years unexpired at £4 4s. per annum 
—Sold for £200. 

* By Messrs. Fortue & Honser, 
Freehold premises, situate and being No. 1, Wood-street, Cit; a 
per annum—Sold £12,500. Vs reeeens 

Leasehold mansion, No. 46, Chester-square, Belgravia. and stabling in 
Ebury-mews, let on lease at £320 per anuum ; term, 554 years unex- 
pired at £2 per annum—Sold for £4,500. 

Leasehold ship building-yard, situate at Cubit: Town, Millwall; term, 60 
years from 185% at £225 per annum—Sold for £1,000, 

By Messrs. Giasiurn & Sons. 

Freehold farm-house and homestead, known as Westbrook-farm, Tower- 
sey, Bucks, with 139a 2r 17p of arable meadow and pasture land—Sold 
for £8,100. 

By Messrs, Green & Son. : 

Freehold, 2 cottages, The Cooper’s Arms Beer-house adjoining, and2 
cottages, situate at Chiswick, Middlesex, producing avout £315 per 
annum—Sold for £2,340, 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEE HOUSE. 
July 23.—By Messrs, E. & H. Lumier. 

Freehold, The Langley Broom Estate, Langley, Bucks, comprising a 
residence with coach-house, stabling, outbuildings, grounds, paddocks 
and arable land in all about 37 acres—Sold for £7,700. 

Freehold residence, known as Wentworth-honse, Miil-hill, Hendon, to- 
gether with coach-house, stabling, outbuildings, and grounds of about 
6 acres—Sold for £4,100, 


—— 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. ‘ 
KENYON—On July 26, at 6, Lower Berkeley-street, Portman-square, 
the wife of J. R. Kenyon, Esq., Q.C., of a sou. 
LUSHINGTON—On July 28, gt 87, Ecclestem-square, the wife of Vernon 
Lushington, Esq., of a daughter. 
MARTIN—On Aug. 1, at Strood, Kent, the wife of Charles Martin, Esq., 
Solicitor, of a son. : 
STREETEN—On July 29, at Richmond, tte wife of W. W: Streeten, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of Linco!n’s-inn, of @ son. f 


MARRIAGES. 
EDWARDS—GAUNT—On July 25, St. Leonard’s, Upper Deal, J: 


ames 
M. Edwards, Esq., Solicitor, of Ramsgate, to Annie, daughter of John 
Gaunt, Esq., aioe Deai-house. . ns 
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GROGAN—M’MAHON—On July 27, at the British Embassy, Paris, Sit 
—— fn rd , Bart., to Katherine Charlotte, daughter of Sir Beres- 


Bart. 
ROSS—POWELL—On July 25, at St. gh Bloomsbury, Hugh Ross, 
ns-terrace, 


Esq., of 29, Palace-garde: W., to Jane, daughter of Edwd. 
Josh. Powel! ell, Esq. Barrister-at-Law, of Gray’s-inn, and 8, Gordon- 


street, 

STETHEn. TALHEN On July 30, at St. Stephen’s, South Lambeth, 
Lessel Stephen, Esq., Advocate, Aberdeen, N.B., to Louisa, daughter 
= eo late Philip Paimer, Esq., of Wood-street, City, and Denmark- 

ill, Surrey. 

STRONG—GLEGG—On July 30, at the parish church of St. Marylebone, 
Sidney Strong, Esq,, Barrister-at-Law, of Gray’s-inn, to Mary Louisa, 
daughter of John Baskervyle Glegg, Esq., of Withington hall, © Cheshire. 

DEATHS, 

bag 3m eet sa July 29. at his residence, in Highgate, aged 49’ 
Jonat Crawford Bromehead, Esq., late of 99, Cannon-street. 

MACAULAY.-On July 29, at Cambridge, Kenneth Macaulay, Esq., Q.C. 

SKIN a rete J 23, at Buologne-sur-Mer, William Henry Skinner, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoin’s-inn, son of the late John Skinner, 
Esq., of Bombay. aged 25 years and 10 months. 

STUTZER—On May 23, at Williamstowe, near Melbourne, Australia, 
John Julius Stutzer, Esq., M.A., Trin, Coll., Cambridge, Barrister-at- 
Law, Lincoln’s-inn, aged ‘47. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bi inding-up of Joint Stock Campantes 
Frtpar, July 26, 1867. 
Limirzp 1n CHaNcErY. 

C*fn Cilcen Mining wre ny! (Limited).—By an order made by Vice- 
Cuancellor Stuart, dated July 19, it was ordered that the above 
Company be wound up. Helder & Kirkbank, Gray's-inn-sq, soli- 
citors for the petitioner. 

East India Cotton Agency (Limited).—Petition that the voluntary 
es 5 ap mar. be continued, presented July 25, directed to be 

ice-Chancellor Wood on July 27. Elmslie & Co, 
Tendootall st. solicitors for the petitioners. 

Landshipping Colliery Company, Milford Haven (Limited).—Petition 
for winding-up, presented July 23, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Malins on Aug 3. Crosse, Bedford-row, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 





Tvespar, July 30, 1867. 
Limtrep tn CHANCERY. 

London and County General Agency pea yr enya —Creditors 
are required, on or before Oct 22, to send their names and ad 
and the particalars of their debts or claims, to George Scott, Bond- 
et, Walbrook, Thursday, Nov 14 at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and a upon the debts and claims. 

Pomfret Cake Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has, by an 
order dated July 6, ordered that the above company be wound up. 
dacobs & North, Badge-row, Solicitors for the Petitioner. 

Friendly Socteties Bissolved. 
Torspayr, July 30, 1867. 

Seuthampton and South of England Frugal Benefit Building and Per- 
manent Investment Society.—Petition for winding up, presented 
—_ 26, directed to be before Vice-Chancellor Malins on Aug 
Satll. Paterson & Sons, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st, solicitors for the 


Erevditors under Estates in Cdancery 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faiwar, July 26, 1867. 
Boxee, Wee, Then 6 Sunbury-st, Islington, Gent. Sept 2. Slow » 
a / 
Bri Rawdon, Cotham, Bristol,Corn Merchant. Oct 1. Bi 9 
EEE: ne: mapas ‘ona Goes 
9 ‘ewton, ter, r. 2 CT] 
Cooke, V.C. Malins. g ys 
~~ by | ~. -yenmateeaa Clapham, Gent. Sept2. Worssam ¢ Fox, 


Harden, Hobe, Loxton, Somerset, Gent. Aug 16. Hawkings 9 

rris 

Kilbee, fies Bt Geo, St Panl’s School, Esq. Oct 21. Kennedy o 
Kynaston, V.C. Malins 

Morris, John Bdavunds Oswestry, Salop, Plumber. Oct 19. Spaull » 
Morris, V. C, Stuart. 

—< Geo, Wedhampton, Wilts, Esq. Sept 2. Neate v Neate, V.C. 


Papert, "G00, Siahort, Sassen, Yeoman. Sept 30. Brewer v Peachey, 

Whee 3 Richd, Sittingbourne, Kent. Oct 19. Inge v White, V.C. 

Winstone, m7 Cardiff, Glamorgan, Widow. Oct 25. Nicholl v 
Winstone. V.C. Stuart, 


Tvespar, July 9), 1867. 
Abbott, Jas Robt, Westgreen-lodge, Tottenham. t 16. Abbott v 
Abbot, VC. Stuart oe Ris 


Bambi Isle of Wigh' 1, Deni- 
Denise did apap, ridge, Isle of Wight, Kaq. Sept 


cram, Diz, Gravesend, Kent, Bpinster. Oct 20, Pidgeon v Evans, 
bret Lr Aire, Erith, Kent,Gent. Oct 1. Smith » Everett, 
John das, Vark-rd, Peckham, Carpenter, Oct 19. Griffith 


» Holeomb, V.C, Malins 
Hallord, lroumaster, Oct 19, Johneon 
9 Johnson, VG, Stuart, 


Kw, PY Pe Pettnme Syed, Oot 19, Killin o 


+4, Peckham, Spinster. Oct 19. Ellin » 
vera, Primrore-hill, Gashitter. 





Creditors under » & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Claim. 
varsix, Jaly 26, 1867. 
Airey, Eliz Ann, Startforth-hall, nr Barnard Castle Durham, Spinster, 
Sept 2. Hellard & Son, Portsmouth , 
Batty, Ser Jersey, Gent. Sept 4, Withall, Parliament-st, West. 
mins! 
= it, Josiah, Rylands-farm, Essex, Farmer. Sept 12, Blood 
tham. 
Challoner, Ann, Chester, Widow. Aug 28. Tibbits, Chester, 
Detem. t Mary ome. reir Hanover-sq, Spinster. Sept 9, 
‘ayloe, hi 
Forster, Percival, Shotton- hall, Durham. Aug 31. 
Haynes, Joseph Bayley, Denbigh-st, Pimlico, Barrister. Sept 14, 
Jenking’ Richa Boy tt, Call ieut.-Col vington, 
enkins, Ric CO! cutta, Lieut.-Col. Sept 30. Ri 
Fenchurch-bdgs. + ” vil 
Jenkins, Elisa, Te peone teh tintin, Hereford, Widow. Sept 30, 
snide Chen utenti “_ - ai 
apleso' orman-cottages, Archway-rd, Highgate, Gent. 
24, Drake & Son, Walbrook. v : 7 
—, Robt, Aston .juxta-Birm, Gent. Sept 29. Harrison, Birm, 
Masters, Sarah, Lydd, Kent, Spinster. Sept 1. Stringer, New Ro 
Mayer, John, Burslem, Staffo' Aug 20. Sherratt, Talk-on-the-bilt 
Morten, Danl, Mile-end-rd, Li Victualler. Sept 29. Dale, 
Furnival’s-inn. 
Poune, John, Brighton, Sussex, Undertaker. Sept 16. Wilson & 
Stuckey, Brighton. 
Rarey, John S$, Madison reser. Ohio, America. Oct 23. Roy & 
Cartwright, Lothbu 
Robinson, John, Tow w, Durham, Grocer. Aug 13. Thornton, 
Bishop Auckland. 
Serjeant, J. Northpetherwin, Devon, Clerk. Sept 20. Peter, Launceston 
a John, Moreton, Lancaster, Esq. Oct 22. Watkins & Son, 
olton, 
Thomas, Sir Wm Sidney, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Baronet. Sept 14. 
Cawley & Whatley, Gt Malvern. 
Towle, Thos, Nottingham. Chemist. Oct 1. Parsons, Nottingham. 
Trueman, Michael, Nottingham, Gent. Aug 30. Clarke & Co, Not- 
ting! 
vawin, Fisher, Walthamstow, Essex, Farmer. Aug 26. Holmes, 
oultry, 
Way, Edwa Millgate, William-st, Stepney, Gent. Aug 3). Crosse, 
Bell-yd, Doctors’-commons. 
Tugspay, July 30, 1867. 
Bean, Benj, Croydon, Wine Merchant. Sept 3. Mackenzie & Co 
Gresham House, Oid Broad-st. 
Benioski, Bartholomew, Bow-st, St Martinsein-the-fields, Printer. 
Sept 1. Emilja Wrublewska, Bow-st, St Martins-in-the-fields. 
Bowlby, Ralph, ‘Huby, York, Ironmonger. Aug 24. Newton &Co, 


Yor! 

Bransom, R Robt Thompcon, Bushey, Herts, Clerk. Oct !. Alger, Bed- 
‘ord- 

One Joseph, Newnham, Kent, Gent. Aug 3i. Johnson, Faver- 


Yersley, Keg er Lark-hill, Cheadle Bulkeley,Chester, Esq. Sept 24 
Vaughan, Stoc! ge 
Fox, May, Weardale, Durham. Sept 19. Swepstone, York-st West, 


Hughes, Edwd Eden, Torquay, Devon, Lieut. 4ist Regiment. Sept 10 
Hughes, South-sq, Gray’s-; 4 . 





Hughes, gr on Terquay, Devon, Widow. Sept 10. Hughes, South- 


sq, Gray’s-i 

Moseley, ay Capel Lofft, Troston, Suffolk, Esq. Aug 3!. Golding, 
Walsham-le- Willows. 

Phipps, John +Cheltenham, Sa Surgeon. Sept 50. 
Whittakers & Woo bert, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Sheppard, Maria, Fareham, Southampton, Widow. Sept 9 Hellard 
& Son, Portsmouth 

Tombs, Hy, Langdon, Worcester, Gent. Sept 1. Griffiths, Cheltenham. 

Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Farpax, July 26, 1867. 
3" Ae Southampton, Coach Builder. July 6. Comp, . Reg 


uly 2 
adtine,  dohn, Upper East Smithfield, Optician. July 23. Comp. 


Reg July 26 
Akroyd, Joseph, & Wm Sper Halifax, York, Iron Founders. July 
18, Comp. Reg Jul 
wg Matt, Newcast! esi Tailor, June 30, Asst. Reg 
a 
Pa ble Arthor John, Birm. July 18. Comp, Reg July 23, 
> 4 Wm, Stockton, Durham, Photographer. aly 16. Comp. Reg 
iy 24, 
Retent, deneph Taylor, Bedford, Draper. June 28, Asst, Reg 
y 


Barker, Chas, Rotherham, York, Boot Maker. June 29. Comp. Reg 


July 25, 
Bermeed; | Arthur, Dalston Rise. Jul Somme Reg July 23. 
Bennett, yng Clapham-rd-place, h Builder. July 23, Comp. 


Reg July 24 
Brand, Ja Jas, Broughton, Lancaster, Grocer. July 19. Comp. Reg 


Biraly Tog July 4 Islington, Public Accountant, July 20. 
hares eg July 2 
Bowle, Benj Richd John, Stopletan, Gloucester, Insurance Agent, 
July 16, Comp. Reg July 2 
Collyer, Wm, Carbrook, York, , ee duly 4. Comp. Reg July 23. 
Conolly, Chas Thomas, Wood-green, Pete dy July 8. Asst, Reg 


Castle, Chas Benj, Lpool. Jaly 2. Comp. Rog duly 24. 


Copkbarn, Was, » Durham, B » duly 3. Anst. . Reg 
uly 24, 
Copetable, Hig, Woes Dulwich, amb of hastness, July 22, Comp. Reg 


ola King Wells, Pembroke, Shipwright. July, Comp. Reg 





ee err ae ee ee ee oe ee a ee ee 
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Duke, Richd, Lower East Smithfield, Merchant. June 28. Comp, 
: paseo, Eli, Longwood, York, Fancy Manufacturer. June 28. Conv. 
26. 
» Stockport, Chester, Machinist. July 23. Comp. Reg 
Robt Jas, Lpool, Draper’s Assistant. July 17. Comp. Reg 
23. 
Elis, John, Addison-road, Kensington, Architect. July 24. Comp. 
ly 26. 
Bn. am te Timoleon Geo, anny, oe Holland-rd, Brixton, Mer- 
chant’s Clerk. July 22. Comp. July 23. 
ac EY Geo, Thornton-heath, ‘pallies’; July 16. Comp. Reg 
Jul 
porwr Ch Chas, Brighton, Sussex, Wine Merchant. July 25. Comp. 
a Thos 2 Edwa, & Benj Johnson, St James’-pl, Back-rd, Shadwell 
Oilmen. July 20. Comp. Reg July 25. id " / 
Gibson, Jas, Manch, Travelling + aon Jane 29. Asst. Reg 
Fa dg & Joseph G nm, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Cotton 


Spinners. July 1. Asst. Reg July 24. 
Hall, Saml, Golear, York, Draper. June 26. Asst. Reg July 23. 
Hammond, 


July 24, 
Edwards, 


Wim , Macclesfield, Chester, Tailor. July 22. Asst. Reg 
duly 26, 
a 4 —~ Coleman, Upper Park-st, Islington, Draper. July 4. 
y 2 


stepin, pacha Hartley, & Hy Hartley, Bradford, York, 
Makers. July 15, Comp. Reg a 26. 
Hi, 4 oe, po raddereteld, York, Tobacconist. July 18. Asst. Reg 
Ju 
Job, Wn Hy, Hunster Grange, York, Farmer. June 27. Asst. Reg 


July 2 
Jobnson, ‘Jas, Birm, Furniture Dealer. July 18. Comp. Reg 


Lemel, Julius, Mag eel eran Hat and Cap Manufacturer. 


Ju uly 23. Comp. Reg Jul 
bes Ely, ha Vale, nr Halifax, Cotton Twister. June 29. Comp. 


July 24 

Maurice, Saml Solomon, & Eugene Girard, Loge og Importers 0 
Foreign Goods. July 4. Inspectorship. "Reg J uly 25. 

= = Wm, Esmond-rd, ew Victoria-park, Umbrella Maker. 


Comp. Reg 
Miebell, July 18. 


July 
, Percy-pl, “welner, South Hackney, Traveller. 
Comp. 


g July 
Mordecai, oem, | Commercial-rd, East. July 24. Comp. 


Reg July 26 
vil duly 7, jun, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Chemist. July 18. Asst. 
aa 2 311 ‘Sami, (Hastings, Sussex, Saddler, May 13. Comp. Reg 


July 24 

= Wm, Bideford, Devon, Painter. July 18. Reg 
aly 2 

ponte Victor, Lpool, ray anal July 25. Asst. Reg July 26. 

Powell, Chas, Lpool, Hair July 25, Comp. Reg July 25. 

mon toy f Ann, Midteaee York, Innkeeper. July 13.. Comp, 
4 

ak. a peia Allan, Cannon-st, Gent. June 26. Comp. Reg 


Reed, John Stephen Mackenzie, Lpool, Merchant. July 24. Asst. 
Russell, Joseph, Pembroke Dock, Sailmaker. July 22. Comp. Reg 


J s 
~ rs, Saml, Hill House, Gordon-rd, Peckham, Parliamentary 
t. July 18. Comp. Reg July 26. 
Beh uchin, eng nouns Angell-pk, Brixton, Banker’s Clerk. July 1. 
Comp. te uly 26 
Wm Gwinnate, Brooke-st, Holborn, Merchant. July 18. 


sal Berk jun, Leicester, Innkeeper. Asst. 
Sali Sraney Wm, Leeds, York, Cloth Manufacturer, July 1. Comp. 
ee aoe a Retiy, Houndsditch, Wholesale Clothier. July 17. Comp. 
Step eptene pol High-st, St John’s-wood, Rag Merchant. July 6, 
Tits, te Wa Ww ri i arket Lavington, Wilts, Wine Merchant. July 6, 


_ Aast. 
Troost, & Hermann Schmidt, Manch, Merchants. 
Yuly 15..Comp. Reg July 24 
—_ Thos, Upper Boddington, Northampton, Cattle Dealer. June 


Reg 
wine Reg Jal & ae Whiting, Holt, Norfolk, Carpenters. July 6. 
Willers. Winy Rashoime, nr Manchester, Warehouseman, July 


18. Asst. Reg July 24 
» Byron | Myadlsto: ton=st, Clerkenwell, Licensed Victualler. June 

26, "Asst. Reg July 24, 

Tuxspay, July 30, 1867, 
pen sa Geo, Bristol, Berlin Wool Dealer. June 29. Asst. Reg 
Barrett, Benj, Oxford-st, Trunk Maker, July 26. Comp. Reg July 27. 
Ree Tule we, Noweastle-upon-Tyne, Law Clerk. July 13. Asst, 
uly 29, 
meee, toa, Seishin, nr Todmorden, Lancaster, Innkeeper. July 
88 uly 2 
any Louis Carl, & Mitford Barne earnet, Gt St Helen's, Mer. 
haute, July 1. “rnepeaterahin Reg July 27 

Adam, sae Lancaster, Glass Dealer. July 10, 
ph, Tichbourne-st, Haymarket, Billiard Tablo Kooper, 


hy Rog July 29, 
Conv. Reg July 26, 
adhurst, Sussex, Carpenter. July26, Comp. Reg 


Drebaas, dee David, Clifton, Bristol, Optician. July!. Asat, Reg 


Comp. 


June 28. Reg 





ty ray East Stonehouse, Devon, Marble Mason. July 9. Asst. 
Bryant, —_ New re Shoreditch, Cabinet Maker. July 17. 
ore aha, 3 Northleach, Gloucester, Plumber. July 16. Asst. 
Butter, am Liscard, Chester, Schoolmaster. July 5. Comp. Reg 
July 16. Asst. 


July 29 
Buxton, Geo Wm, Sulford, Lancaster, Engraver. 
July 26. Comp. 


Reg July 29. 
i ~ cman Manch, Provision Dealer. 


Reg Ju 
Carlin Bk Arg “Manch, Accountant. July 1. Comp. Reg July 27. 
Cooper, J John, Gt liford, Essex, Corn Dealer. July 12. Comp. Reg 


one Geo, Soerene ot Mile-end-rd, out of business, June 39. 
uly 
a Barnard Castle, Durham, Quarryman. July !. 
Comp. Reg July 2 
—_ tye S Srighton, Sussex, Hair Dresser. July 26. Comp. Reg 
a Thos, sen, Doncaster, York, Painter. July 26. Comp. Reg 
a 
ember, Jas, Cambridge, Bootmaker. July 27. Comp. Reg 
uly 29 
ng os Benj, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer, July 25. Comp. Reg 
uly 2 
Dae. Joseph Eliphalet, Manch, Wine Merchant. July 22. Comp. 
gz July 30 


Ede, Jas Thos, Birm, Milliner. July 25. Comp. 
Edwards, ae Oswestry, Salop, Brewer. 


: Fay tes fo’ Reg 

u 

sana ol Robt, Beotle, nr Lpool, Builder. July 24. Inspectorship. Reg 

30. 

Com Jane, Chorley, Lancaster, Milliner. July 2. Asst. Reg 

Pa fag John, Grenada-ter, Commercial-rd, Mantle Manufacturer. 
July 25. Comp. Reg July 29. 

Grant, Ralph, ceeatowy, Westminster, Corn Chandler. July 9. 
Comp. Reg July 27. 

Hamilton, Wm, Bath, Grocer. July 25. Comp. Reg July 27. 

Hanff, Isidor, & Hermann Hanff, Bishopsgate-st Within, General Mer- 
chants. July 25. Comp. Reg July 30. 

Dame nm, Thos, Lymm, Chester, Butcher. July i4. Asst. Reg 
July 30. 

Hardy, Edwin, Norwich, Draper. July 2. Comp. Reg July 26. 

Hicks, Geo, Pitfield-st, Hoxton, Tailor. June 28. Comp. Reg July 26. 

Izant, Wm Hy, Grosvenor-row, Pimlico, Electric Telepraph Manu- 
facturer. July 19. Comp. Reg July 27. 

Jackson, Thos, Cranbourne-st, Leicester-sq, Weighing Machine Manu- 
facturer. July 24. Inspectorship. Reg July 27 

a a Romsey, Southampton, Auctioneer. July 3. Asst. 

sobing. hoger, South Shields, Durham, Grocer. July 3. Comp. 

Levon, + ng oy Lancaster-gate, Engineer. July 2, 
Inspectorship. Reg J 

— Geo, Teg J — a commons, Auctioneer. July 23. 

uw 

aya, Thos, fan, jan, oon Timber Merchant. July 3. Comp. Reg 

= —. Camden-town, Carpenter. July 15. Comp. 

Magub, en » Newport, Monmouth, Ship Owner. July 8. 

Mallett, Wr, # Richa Oe Oliver, Fore-st, Umbrella Manufacturers. July 
5, Com 

——_ Viy, Lis Chale nr gages Wollen Cloth Manufacturer. 


McKaye, ys Cambridge. uly 4. — | daly 27 


oble, Wm, sen, & Wm Noble, jun, H 
facturers. June 29. Comp. Reg July 26. 
Roe Jas, Barnoldswick, York. July 23. Inspectorship. Reg 
Olive, Alf Blanshard, Partington, York, Farmer. July 5. Asst. Reg 
u ° 
Poplow, J John, Shrewsbury, Provision Dealer. July 19. Asst. Reg 
Pickles, Wm, Bradford, York, Grocer. J 18. Comp. July 29. 
Prince, Alex, -8q, cae Patent yee oY 29. 
orough, Wm Edwin, Markyate-st, Bedford, Baker. July 23. 
Comp. Reg July 29. 
ea Thos, Upper: st, Islington, Jeweller. July27. Comp. Reg 
Pn hy ¥mma, Brighton, Hair Dresser. June 29. Comp. Reg 
Roberts, John, Vincent-ter, Islington, Tutor. July i. Comp. Reg 
uly 30. 
eS Naa Brynmawr, Brecon, Innkeeper. July 24. Asst, Reg 
‘a i 
Serjeant, Thos White, Lpool, Gone July 1. fm, wh tue. 
. +~ + Eyland, ‘Walsall om My LE rocer. 
eg Ju 
Sherer, Edwd, Teena Glass and pers June 26. 
Inapectorship. Bae yay 
- 1 Woe “st, Regent-st, Tailor. July 29. Comp. Rag 
smal Jahn Greenwood, Keighley, York, Grocer, July 2, Asst, Reg 
erring, Wi, Gt Grimaby, Linooln, Joiner. Juve 29. Comp. Reg 
= at, Win, Taunton, Somerset, Jeweller. July? Asst. Bog 
uly 27, 
— 1g Wm, Upper Thames-at, Printer, July 17. Comp. 
wpon-Tyne, Boot and Shoe Maker. July 10. 


Quene 


Wright, Jas, repeat: 
Comp, Ree July 26, 
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Bankruypis. 
Farivar, July 26, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 
Beesley, John, Lincoln Villas, Apsley-rd, South Nerwood, Dealer in 
Toys. Pet July 22. Pepys. Aug8at2. Daniels & Co, Fore-st. 
Blake, Geo, Old-st, 8t Lukes, Furrier. Pet July 22. Pepys. Aug 14 
at ll. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Braddon, Wm, New Hornsey-rd, Islington, Coal Agent. Pet July 24 
Rocke. Aug8at!. Dennis, Southampton-bldgs. 

Buch, Peter, Milton-st, Cri: plegate, Baker. Pet July 22. Pepys, 
Aug Satll. Steadman, n’s-avenue. 

Batter, Wm Chas, Percy-ter, Maxey-rd, Plumstead, Carpenter. Pet 
Jaly 18. Pepys. Aug6éat?2. Buchanan, Basingh all-st. 

Cooper, Sam! Thos, Dalston-lane, Clerk to a Solicitor. Pet July 20. 
Ang 8 at 12. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Coster, Edwd, Gt Suffolk-st, Southwark, Bread and Biscuit Baker. 
Pet July 23. Pepys. Aug 13 atll. Lewis & Co, Basinghall-st. 

Crattenden, Saml, Battle, Sussex, Plumber. Pet July 23. Pepys. 
Aug 8at2. Chilton & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Durden, Geo Russell, Westminster-bridge-rd, Cheesemonger. Pet 
July 23. Pepys. Aug i3at12. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Field, Lawrence, Lower Tottenham, Zine Worker. Pet July 22. Pepys. 
Aug Sat 11. ‘Angell, Guiidhall-yd, 

Freeman, Thos, Alton, Seale. Butcher. PetJuly 20. Pepys, 
Aug7at?. White, Danes-ion, Strand. 

ns. hey Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj July 19. Pepys. Aug 


Bish, oe Walter Cressy, Corn Exchange-chambers, Seething-lane, 
Corn Broker, Pet July 22. Pepys. AugS8ati. Sparrow, Bloom- 
field-st, London-wall. 

Harison, Hy, Thornton-st, Brixton-rd, Tailor’s Salesman. Pet 
July 20. Pepys. Augi3 atl. Wood, Barge-yard, Bucklersbury. 

Hart, Robt, Windsor, Berks, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 13. 
Pepys. Aug IZ at ll. Lay, Poultry. 

Hart. Wm, Chureb-lane, Lower emg General Dealer. Pet July 19 


Pepys. Aug7ati. Davis, 
Hayter, Jas ke, aa I Southampton, Harness Maker. 
Aug 13 at 2. Kent, Cecil-street, Strand. 


Pet July 24. Pepys. 
Head Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 22 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aig5at li. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basing- 


hall-st. 
Langrick, Ellen, St. John’s Wood-ter, Milliner. Pet July 24. Pepys. 
Aug iz ati. Willis, Hunter.st, Brunswick-sq. 
Little. John, Euston-rd, Comm Agent. Pet July 24. Aug 13 at2. 
Treberne, Aldermanbury. 
M Geo, Salisbury, Wilts, ee ofGroats. Pet July 23. 
Aug 13at 12. Piesse, Camberwell-rd 
Newman, Matthew, Ryde, Isle of W. ight, Hotel Keeper. Pet July 23. 
Aug 8 at 12. Miller & Stubbs. Eastcheap. 
Newton, Joseph, Oxford-ter, Paddington, Builder. Pet July 23. 
Pepys. ans 13at2. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 
, High-st, —— Batcher. Pet July 22, Pepys. 
Aug 8 2 ry ” Howell, Ch 
Danl, Ge Jem. Bedford-row, Atterney. Pet July 
24. Pepys. Aug 13 at |. Ablet, Cambridge-ter, Hyde-pk. 
Greatwood-p!, 8t George’s-rd, Camberwell, Loar of busi- 
ness. Pet July 19. Pepys. Aug7at ii. Morris, Leicester-sq. 
Rowe, Wm, & Edwd Fras Lynch, High ag ery Dressers. Pet 
July 24. Pepys. Aug13ati. Watson, Sou Gray’s-inn. 
Rye, Wm Prisoner for Debt, London. a pee Jaly 22 (for pan). 
Pepys. Aug 13 at 12. Chalk, Moergate-st. 
, Hy, Church-st, Croydon, Bootmaker. Pet July 22. Roche, 
aun Batt. Lewis & Whitbourre, Basinghall-st. 
Chas Hy, Baker-st, Euston-rd, Dealer in Horses. Pet July 9. 
oe Aug $at2. Matthews & Co, Leadenhail-st. 
Sutton, Frederick John, rT hh > Walworth, out of business. Pet 
July 18. Pepys. Aug6atl. Parkes, Beaufort-bdgs, Strand, 
Tanner, Fras Jas, Redbill, Surrey, Merchant ee Pet July 22. 
Pepys. Aug S8at2, Lewis & Co. Basinghail-s 
White, Joseph, Lower Thames-st, Wine Mevcbenk: Pet July 22. Pepys. 
Aug 6 at 1. st Cheapside. 
'o Surrender in the Country 
Adcock, Aiiniegianee for Debt, Derby, Pet July 8. Ingle. Belper, 


Aug 7 at 12. 
, Alfred, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 24. Hill. Birm, 

Aug 9 at 12, tine, Birm 

Balis, Robt Hy, Coven i Semany ‘Warwick, Grocer. Pet July 22. Tudor. 
Birm, Aug 6 at 12. engl Coventry 

Barker, Chas Hy, P Yor! Whitesiuith. Pet July 22. Cole- 
man. Pontefract, Aug 7 at 11. Pontefract. 

Betts, Wm, Norwich, var ot Pet July 22. Palmer, Norwich, 


Aug 6 at il. Sadd, Norwi 
Dressmaker. Pet July 22, Cole- 
tefract. 





Brown, Jane, Pontefract, "york 
man. Pontefract, Ang 7 at Ii. Hutton, Pon 

Brownlow, Wm, Oxford, Tailor. Pet July 20. Oxford, Ang 13 at 9. 
Berridge Bicester. 


ag = or Phillips, Bedford, Poulterer. Pet July 13, ‘Henrich. 
Aug Gat il. , Bedford. 
Cadwalisder, , Munsiow. Salop, innkeeper. Pet July 17. Wil- 
liams. Ladiow, ‘Aug 28 at 10. alker, Wellington. 
Carruthers, Joh: ne Cumberiand, Bootmaker, Pet July 24. Halton. 
enter 33 2 at 1. Wannep, Carlisle 
"Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj July 15. Hime, 


ote eee 
,» Wm tone, Fovant, Wilts, je Pet July 20. Wilson, 
, Aug 7 at 12, Atkinson, Biaudtord, 
Carte, Win, Oxon, Nottingham, Labourer. Yet July 23. Newton. 
- pnirerk, Ang 10 8 10. dou 1 a Draper. Pe 
ntain t 
on he may any Bagless in A a gy 9 
4 $ ‘ 4 ug 9 at 
eet, Sie 


, Wm, ven, Morley, York Guat Lenten. Pet July 23, Nelson, 
, Aug ¢etiz. Harle, 


Dizon, , Bedley weet, Yor Fon reman, Pet July 24. Wake, 
Sg EE 
Dove, York, Jolosr. Por July Ww. Taeds, Aug 5 at 11, 
’ 





Edwards, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, Hereford. Pet July 15 (for pan) 
Hime. Lpool, Aug 9 at 3. aoe 

Emms, Chas, juin, Mulbarton, Norwich, rg ade . me Pet July 23, 
Palmer, Norwich, Aug 9 at il. Sadd, N 

Gardener, Thos, Newport, Monmouth, Brewer. ee July 24. Wilde, 
Bristol, Aug 7at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Glanville, John, Swansea, Glamorgan, Journeyman Haulier, Pet July 
24. Morris, Swansea, Aug7 at 2. Morris, Swansea. 

Goodhall, Hy, Roseville, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Tuly 2%, 
Walker. Dudley, Aug 8at12. Waterhouse, Sedgley. 

Gorse, Jas, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Miller. Pet July 19. Ansdell, 
Helen’s, Aug 6 at 11. Worship, Lpool. 

Green, Benj, Lpool, out of business. Pet July 16 Ltd pan), 
Lancaster, Aug9 at 12. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaste’ 

Hickey, Ly > Glamorgan, Tailor. Pet July 24, ‘en 
Swansea, Aug 7at 2. Rees, Swansea. 

Hildreth, doin Middlesborough, York, Hotel Keeper. Pet Joly 
Leeds, Aug 8" at li. Simpson, Yarm. 

= Sarah Ann, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj July 15, Lpool, Aug 

atl 
= ty, Uy von Optician, Pet July 22. Lpool, Aug 7 at 12. Dike 
> 


Lpoo 

Pts, Wn, oe “Malvern, Worcester, Lodging-house Keeper, Pet 
July 24. Tudor. Birm, Aug 9at12. Reece, Ledbury. 

Johnson, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Oxford. Adj July 20. Daudley, 
Oxford, Aug 13at 9. Thompson, Oxford, 

Jones, Wm Ashbrook, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster, Adj July 1, 
Hime. Lpool, Aug 12 at 3. ; 

Jones, Job, Aberyswith, Cardigan, Butcher.  igela 20. Jenkins, 
Aberyswith, Aug 27 at 9. Atwood, Aberyswi 

Keen, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. Pet, "hile 16. Evershed, 
Brighton, Aug 9 at 11. 

Kitchingman, Jas, Huddersfield, York, Yarn Scourer. Pet July 12, 
Jones, jun. Huddersfield, Aug 8at 10. Freeman, Huddersfie! 

Lewis, vm, Daavgy Grocer. Pet July 24. Lpool, Aug 7 at 12, 
Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Smith, Victor, Townsend, Halesowen, Worcester, Machinist. Pet 
July "93, Haward. Stourbridge, Aug 12 at 10. Hayes & Wright, 
Halesowen. 

, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. aemny 24. Cheshire, North- 
wich, Aug 21 attl. Green, Northwich 

Pattinson, Wm Hy, Sheffield, Grocer. Pet July 23. Wake. Sheffield, 
Aug 9atl. Binney & Son, Sheffield, 

Peterson, Ferdinand Christian Nicholas, Hartlepool, Merchant’s Clerk, 
te 5 pkg ee , Aug 13at12. Belk, West Hartlepool. 
Rexworthy, Jas — isoner for Debt, Exeter. Adj July 19. Wilde. 

Bristol, Aug 7 at 11. 

Richardson, John, Mexbrough, York, Publican. Pet July 22. Shirley. 
Doncaster, Aug 8 at 12. Unwin, Sheffield. 

Rigby, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 15 (for pau). Donn 
Lancaster, Aug 9at 12. Rawlinson, Lancaster. 

Rudkin, Thos, Leicester, Plasterer. Pet July 23, Tudor. Birm, Aug 
6at1!. Belk, Nottingham. 

= , Hy, Birm, Hatter. PetJuly22. Tudor. Birm, Aug9at 


Pt John, Tipton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 23. 
Tudor, Birm, Aug9at 12. Greenway, Wolverhampton. 

Shepherd, Geo, St Woollas. Monmouth, Painter. Pet July 23, Roberts. 
Houport, Aug 6at 12, Blakey, Newport. 
Spencer, Geo Holme, & Geo Cook Spencer, Hathersage, Pin Manu- 
facturers, Pet July 25. Leeds, Aug7 at 12. Fernell, Sheffield, 
Stewart, Jehn, Lpool, Cotton Dealer, Pet July 19. Hime. Lpool, 
Aug 6at3. Grocott, Lpoul, 

Syson, Jas, Lpool, Smailware Dealer. Pet July 20. Hime. Aug 7at 
3. Grocott, Peco 

Tedd, Jas John, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 17, Hime. 
Lpool, Aug 12 at 3. 

Walker, John, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet July 15 (for pau). 
Dann, erp ye Aug 9at1!2, Rawlinson, Lancaster, 

Walker, John, & Geo Walker, Heckmondwicke, Yeat ; ee 
Pet July 23. Leeds, Aug 8at1l. Bond & Barwick, Leeds, 

Wiley, John, Birm, Journeyman Steel Toy Maker. Adj July 19. 
Birm, Aug 22 at 10. 

Wilkes, John Small, Darlaston, Stafford, Builder, Pet July 23, Hill 
Birm, Aug 9 at 12. Brevitt, Darlaston. 

Wilkinson, Jere, Bradford, York, Wool Stapler, Pet July 23, Leeds, 
Aug 8 atll. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Woofitt, Richd, jun, Brough, Nottingham, Farmer. Pet July % 
Newton. Newark, Aug 10atl0. Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent, 


To Surrender in London. 
Tusspay, July 30, 1867. 
hgerene, Ste, Milk-st,Comm Agent. Pet July 25, Pepys, Aug 
15 at 12, orthington & Co, Milkest. 
Le Bihan, alt Hy Edmund, West ter-chambers, Victoria-st, 





’ 

Engineering Draftsman. Pet ‘daly 27. Pepys. Aug 14 at % 
Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st, 

Bourdillon, Jas, Guiidhall-chambers, Basinghall-st, Solicitor. Pet 
July 24. Pepys. Aug l3at!. James, Guildhall-chambers. 

Burton, John, Gt Sampford, Essex, Saohenen Pet July 26. Pepys 
Aug l4atl. Rowe & Co, Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 

Calipe, Casimer Julien, Lower-st, Golden-sq, Goldsmith. Pet July 
26, Pepys. AuglSatl. Clarke, Dane’s-ct, St Paul’s Church- 


yard. 
Clement, Fredk, Cavendish-rd, South Lambeth, Shopman. Pet 
Jaly 25. Aug M4 at 12. Ody, Trinity-« t, Southwar 
Collin, va Hy, Tomlin’s-grove, Bow-rd, Printer. Pet Jaly 26, Pepys. 
Augl5at li, Mason, Basinghall-st. 
colts, Devi, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj July 18. Pepys. 
ug 15 a 
sae) Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet July 26(for pau). Pepys. 
Aug 14 at 1, Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Cook, Rich Phillip, jun, High-st, Borough, Jeweller, Pet July % 
oh. Ang 13 at 12. Harcourt & Oo, King’s Army me, 
vis, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester, Adj J 
- — 15 at 12, ie 
renkharn, Win » Duke-st, Market-st, Finsbury, Hame Maker, - 
July 25. Pepys. Aug l4at 12, Parkes, Beaufort-bdgs, Strand, 
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Fallagar, Jas, Mornin; ton-crescent, Camden-town, Job Master. Pet 
I Shee pe 14at2. Tucker, Bell-yard, Doctors’-commons. 
Jas Briggs Holroyd, Prisoner fer Debt, London, Pet July 

95 (for pau). Brougham. Aug 14 at 11, Edwards, Bush-lane, 
nsf. 


Hicks, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lundon, Pet July 24. Pepys. Aug 14 
at 11, Hicks, Basinghall-st. 

Irving, Wm, Uppingham, Rutland, Ironmonger, Pet July 27. Pepys. 
Aug 15 at il. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Isaac, Sam), Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 24(for pan). Pepys. 
‘Aug l5at1. Voules, Gresham-st. 

os, Woodchester-st, Harrow-rd, Clerk of Works. Pet July 24. 

a u). Aug 14 at ll. Voules, Gresham-st. 

May, Wm, Charlton, Kent, Mechanical Engineer. Pet July 24. Aug 
13at2, Fry, Mark-lane. Bethe ‘ 

Novaglia, Fermo, Charles-st, Hatton-garden, Artificial Florist. Pet 
July 25. Pepys. Aug l4at!2. Bennett, Furnival’s-inn 

Osbiston, Margaret, Wells, Norfolk, Butcher. Pet July ii. Pepys. 
Aug Mat il. Clowes & Co, Temple. 

Pluck, Joseph, Lower Edmonton, General Dealer. Pet July 23. Pepys, 
Aug 13 at 12. Davis, Harp-lane. 

Rivers, Maria Isabel, Connaught-ter, Hyde-park, out of business. Pet 
July 22, Pepys. Aug 1l3at1!. Worthington & Co. Milk-st, 

Royou, Edwd, Royal-pl; New-rd, Commercial-rd, Peckham, Carman. 
Pet July 27. Pepys. Augi5at1!2. Murr, East Tepmie-chambers. 

Seton, Miles Chas, Fortsdown-rd North, Maida-vale, Gent. Pet July 
24. Pepys. Aug1l5at1. Chandler, Bucklersbary. 

Standing, Wm, Seaford, Sussex, Builder. Pet July 25. Pepys. Aug 
l4at 12. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Talbot, Frank, Turnham-green, General Dealer. Pet July 26. Pepys. 
Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Atkin, Robt Edwd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Commission Agent. Adj 
July 16. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 12 at 12. Hoyle, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. » 

Bailey, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Durham. Adj July 17. Marshall. 
Sunderland, Aug 13at3. Haswell, Sunderland. 

Baines, Augustine, Leeds, Fruiterer. Pet July27. Marshall. Leeds, 
Avg i2atl2, Pickering, Leeds. 

Burrows, Wm, Crediton, Devon, Horsekeeper. Pet July 24. Sparkes. 
Crediton, Aug 12 at 1). Floud, Exeter. 

Burton, Thos, Manch, Shawl and Mantle Dealer. Pet July 26. Murray. 
Manch, Aug \3at 11. Sale & Co, Manch. 

Dancy, Hy, Woolston,Southampton, Carpenter. Pet July 26. Thorn- 
dike. Southampton, Aug 14 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Davies, Wm, Cardington, Salop, out of business. Pet July 27. Birm, 
Aug If'at12. East, Birm. 

Eckersley, Moses, Captain Fold, Rochdale, Lancaster, Yarn Agent. 
Pet July 24. Woods, Rochdale, Aug 13 at 11. Standring, Rochdale. 

Evanson, Jas, Birkenhead, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet July 22, 
Watson. Birkenhead, Aug 9at2. Anderson, Birkenhead, 

Garland, John, West Bromwich, Stafford, Doggy Miner. Pet July 24. 
Watson. Oldbury, Aug 12 at11. Hartill, Oldbury. 

Garland, Hy, Burringham, Lincoln, Book-keeper. Pet July 24. Hett. 
Brigg, Aug 13 at 12. Woodhead, Doncaster. , 

Hill, John, Leicester, Moulder. Pet July 26, Tudor. Birm, Aug 13 
atl. Petty, Leicester. 

Hyde, Hy, Birm,Coal Dealer. Pet July20. Birm, Aug 9 at 12, 
James & Griffin, Birm. 

Ingram, John, Saltley, nr Birm, Soap Manufacturer. Adj July 20. 
Birm, Aug 9ati2. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Jones, Wm, Newport, Monmouth, Accountant. Pet July 26. Wilde. 
Bristol, Aug 9 at 11, Press & Co, Bristol. 

Jones, Peter, Choriton-upon-Medlock, nr Manch, Tobacconist. Pet 
July 27, Hay. Manch, Aug 20 at 9.20. Nuttall, Manch. 

Loosmore, Joseph, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Hay Dealer. Pet July 22, 
Lewis. Bridgend, Aug 10 at 11. Stockwood, Bridgend. 

Macdiarmid, Angus Stewart, Bradford, York, Wool Broker. Pet July 
26. Leeds, Aug 15 at 11. Hull &Co, Lpool. 

Marlow, Wm, Toddington, Bedford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet July 24. 
Kipling. Leighton Buzzard, Aug 19 at1I0. Neve, Luton. 
cCall, Dan), Salford, Lancaster, Horse Dealer, Pet July 26. Hulton, 
Salford, Aug 10 at 9,30, Hodgson, Manch. 

Pallet, Jas, Handsworth, Stafford, Attorney. Pet July 20. Birm, 
Aug 9at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

ay Wm, Wallingford, Berks, Publican. Pet July 23, Atkinson. 

allingford, Ang 9 at 12. Dodd, Wallingford. : 

Pullen, John, Reading, Berks, Beershop-keeper. Pet July 25. Collins. 
Reading, Aug 10 at 10. Rising, Reading. 

Pyatt, Richd, Helston, Cornwall, Brushmaker. Pet July 22, Hill. 
Helston, Aug | at 10. Dale. 

Rigg, Jas, Kendal, Westmorland, Butcher. Pet July 25. Wilson. 

endal, Aug 9 at tl, Thomson, Kendal. 

Robe, Chas, Ardwick, Manch, out of business. Pet July 25, Murray. 
Manch, Aug 13 at 11. Cooper, Manch. 

Rose, John Bryan, Coventry, out of business. Pet July 20. Kirby. 
Coventry, Aug 6 at 3. Smalibones, pana h 

Schofield, ‘Thos, Chesterfield, Derby, out of business. Pet July 25. 
Wake, Chesterfield, Aug I13.at 11. Binney & Son, Chesterfield. 

» Wm Webster, Manch, Commision Agent. Pet June 25, 
Murray. Manch, Aug 18 at31!, Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch,. 

Wainewright, Thomson, Birm, General Dealer. Adj July 20. Birm, 
Aug 9ati2. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Walker, Geo, Sheffield, File Cutter. Adj July 20. Wake, Sheffield, 
Aug 15a¢1. Mason, York. 

Walton, John, Newton, Chester, Licensed Victualler, Pot July 25. 
Cheshire. Northwich, Aug 21 at 11, Salt, Congloton, 

Wilkinson, Christopher, Wakefield, York, Confectioner. Adj July 20, 

Aug 16 at il, 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, July 26, 1867. 

Watts, Edwd Hy, Oatlands-pk, Surrey. July 23, 

Linton, Hy, Cannon-st, Stationer. aly 18, 

Tothill, Fras Bichd, Cornwall-rd, Westbourne-park, Bayswater, July 


Mabany, Thos Geo, Old Kent-rd, Plumber, July 22. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 
am be made in the first instance according to the following 

f PxvrosaL ror Loan ow Mortcaces. 


tO s.0008 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 
a. £ 
me and mode of repayment (i. ¢., whether for a term certata, ar 
conual ér ether payments) hey F ; — 
Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) 
State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 
By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


B. J. MAYER, 
MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE. 
PURVEYOR OF WINES TO HER MAJESTY. 


MLL & SPARKLING HOCKS & MOSELLES, 
of the very finest qualities, supplied, duty free and carriage paid 
to all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges. Price Lists 
presented on application. 

All communications to be addressed either direct te B. J. MAYER, 
Mayence-on-Rhine; t@® Messrs. PICKFORD & Co., E.C.; or Messrs, 
MACLEAN & WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thames-street, E.C. 


Yates AND ALEXANDER 
PRINTERS, 
7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 

Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandunts and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and al! 
General Printing. 


PILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 4s. 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge timn has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
PRIcE IF PUT To ACcouNT, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies, 50 Copies. 
8 pages.........£2 28. 0s. £235.66. £243. 6d. £2 Gs. Gd, 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King’s. 
Be & Sat Bae @° BE @ 














Table Forks, perdoz...... 110 Oand!t igs 0 280 30680 
Dessert ditto ......000.. | 0 Gand! wo 1150@ 2206 
Table Spoons ..... cccccce 2 10 Candle @ £8 0 3'€ 86 
Dessert ditto ....... ecose 1 0 Oandi lo 0 1180 22686 
Tea Spoons .......e.000.. 812 Oandd ls O i36 1 0 


Every Article for the Table asin Silrer. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 

THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 

1 regs requisite under the above Act supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept im stock 

for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily =, 

in the proper form for registration and distribation. SHARE OER- 

TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 

executed. No charge for sketches, 

Companies Fee Stamps. 

ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C, (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 

‘LACK'S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Tron Fenders, 3s.6d,; Bronzed ditto, $s. Gd., with standards; Superior 
Drawing-room ditto, l4s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six, Table Knives and 
Forks, 88. per dozen, Roasting Jacks, complete, 73 Gd, Tea-tiays, 
ts, Gd, setof three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 268. she set. fang amy 
with plated knob, 5s, Gd. ; Coal Scuttles, 9s, 6d, 4 set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been coleurated for 40 
Ivory ‘Tuble Knives, 14a, i6s., and las, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s. 9d, and 1¥s., Black Horn ditto, 8s, and i0s. All war- 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with $50drawiags, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Lronmen- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment haa 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 dolivered carciage free 


r rail, 
# RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 886, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House, 
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LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY 


ESTABLISHED 












1836. 





SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £2,500,000, IN 50,000 SHARES OF £50 EACH. 
PAID-UP CAPITAL, £880,864. 





RESERVE FUND, £380,864. 
















Directors, 


NATHANIEL ALEXANDER, Ese. HUGH C. E. CHILDERS, Ese., M.P. 
JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esa. JOHN FLEMING, Esa. 

THOMAS TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esa. EDWARD W. T. HAMILTON, Esa., M.P. 
PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Ese. FREDERICK HARRISON, Esa. 

JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Ee. WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, Esa. 
COLES CHILD, Ese. WILLIAM NICOL, Esa. 























General Manager—WILLIAM McKEWAN, Esa. 
Chief Inspector—W. J. NORFOLK, Esa. 
. Assistant General Manager—WILLIAM HOWARD, Esa. 
Chief Accountant—JAMES GRAY, Esa. 
Inspectors of Branches—H. J. LEMON, Ese., and C. SHERRING, Esa. 
Secretary—F. CLAPPISON, Eso. 


Heap OFrFrice—21, LOMBARD STREET. 





AT THE HALF-YEARLY GENERAL MEETING OF THE PROPRIETORS, 
HELD ON THURSDAY, THE 1st AUGUST, 1867, 
AT THE CITY TERMINUS HOTEL, CANNON STREET STATION, 
The following Report for the Half-year ending the 30th June, 1867, was read by the Seoretary. 
W. CHAMPION JONES, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR, 








REPORT. 


The Directors, in submitting to the Proprietors the Balance-sheet of the Bank for the half-year ending the 30th of June last, have th 
pleasure to report that, after paying all charges, and interest to customers, and making provision for bad and donbtful debts, the net 


profits amount to £82,058 2s. 2d. This, added to £14,467 lis. 6d., brought forward from the last account, produces a total of 
£96,525 138. 8d. 





They have declared the usual half-yearly dividend of 6 per cent., with a bonus of 5 per cent. (together equal to 22 per cent. per annum) 
which will absorb £89,444 12s. 7d., and leave £7,081 1s. 1d. to be carried forward to profit and loss new account. 


The dividend and bonus (together £2 4s. per share), free of income-tax, will be payable at the head office, or at any of the branches, on 
and after Monday, the 12th instant. 





BALANCE SHEET of the London and County Banking Company, 31st December, 1866. 




















Dr. Cr. 
z s, 4. | By Cash on hand at Head Office, £ 38.4, £ 4 4 
To Capita paid up...... enbe povcepeabchecconsoe’ cose 980,864 0 0 Branches, and with Bank of England. a 852,746 19 11 
To Reserve Fund. rcccccccccccccccccccorccsosseses ood 380,864 0 0 | By Cash placed at Call and at notice, 
To Amount due by the | Bank for Custo- covered by securities...ssesseeseeces 1,431,604 16 8 
mers’ Balances, &, .+++++.+.+412,022,334 0 10 ———- 3,284,361 16 7 
To Liabilities on Acceptances, covered Investments, viz, — 
by guarantees and securities ., 1,297,184 10 10 Cy) ey Severe See and Guaranteed Stocks. — $8 
_———— _ 13 5 Other 8) and Securities ..+++90» 896 15 4 
To Profit and Loss Balance brought ree J pts bi 978,795.17. 6 
from \ast Account......... see 14467 11 G6 By Discounted Bills, and advances to Cus- 
To Gross Profit for the Half-year, tomers in Town and Country ........ 8,937,143 4 2 
after making provision for By liabilities of Customers for Drafts 
Bad and Debts...... 249,057 10 1 accepted by the Bank......ee.seeeree 1,897,184 10 10 


amon § 263,525 1 7 10,334,327 ‘6 0 











By Freehold Premises in Lombard: street and Nicholas- 
lane, Freehold and Leasehold Property at the 


Branches, with Fixtures and Fittings ...+sscse+++ 204,642 3 8 
By Interest paid to Customers «..+++++er+e% decseseceee 56,102 0.10 
By Office pnt 


Salaries wd all other Expenses at Head 
Branches, including Income Tax on ane and 
Can coecvcocceese tesececssecesevese 08,551 19 8 


414,954,771 13 3 £14907 1s 2 
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Profit and Loss Account. 











Cr. 

ToTuerest paid to Customers, ASAbOVE....+++-seeeeee £54,102 0 10 | By Balance brought forward from last Account........ £14,467 11 6 
To Expenses, 28 ADOVE --eceereessecereeessevee-seeee 98,551 19 8 | By Gross Profit for the Half-year, after making pro- 
To Rebate on Bills not due, carried to New Account.... 14345 7 5 vision for Bad and Doubtful Debts ....-.sesee0e2 249,057 10 1 
To Dividend of 6 per Cent, for the Half-year abe cdbocce 48,787 19 7 
ToBonus of Sper Cent. ..s.secceeserseesereseesreee 40,656 13 0 
To Balance carried forward ..+e.sseseeeeeeerseoevece 7,081 1 1 

£263,525 1 7 £263,525 1 7 





We, the undersigned, have examined the foregoing Balance Sheet, and have found the same to be correct. 
(Signed) FREDK. FRANCIS, 


London and County Bank, July 25, 1867. WILLIAM NORMAN, Auditors. 
R. H. SWAINE, ; 

















The foregoing Report having been read by the Secretary, the following Resolutions were proposed, and unanimously adopted :— 


1, That the Report be received and adopted, and printed for the use of the Shareholders. 
9. That the thanks of this Meeting be given to the Board of Directors for the able manner in which they have conducted the affairs of the Company. 


(Signed) W. CHAMPION JONES, Chairman. 







The Chairman having quitted the Chair, it was resolved, and carried unanimously— 
3. That the cordial thanks of this Meeting be presented to W. Cuampion Jones, Esq., for his able and courteous conduct in the Chair. 


(Signed) PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Deputy-Chairman. 
Extracted from the Minutes. (Signed) F. CLAPPISON, Secretary. 

















[ ONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY.—NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a DIVIDEND 
4 on the Capital of the Company, at the rate of Six per cent., for the half-year ending 30th June, 1867, with a BONUS of Five per cent., will 
be PAID to the Proprietors either at the Head Office, 21, Lombard-street, or at any of the Company’s Branch Banks, on and after MONDAY, the 12th 
instant. By order of the Board, 


21, Lombard-street, August 2, 1867, W. McKEWAN, General Manager. 




















RIENTAL BANK CORPORATION. QUIT ARLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
Incorporated by Royal Charter, 30th August, 1351. Paid-up Capita SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND. 


















£1,500,000; Reserved Fund, £444,000. Established 1835. Capital £500,000. 
COURT OF DIRECTORS. DIRECTORS. 
Cuatnman—HARRY GEORGE GORDON, Esq. Daniel Smith Bockett, Esq. Francis Bennett Goldney, Esq. 

Deruty-CuainMaN—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. _— a Henry Pigeon, er 
James Blyth, Esq. Lestock Robert Reid, Esq. ig : Pigeon, Esq. 
Duncan James Kay. Esq. | Patrick F. Robertson, Esq.,Mf.P. | william Henry Cole, Esq. poner fy mang Ne 
Alexander Mackenzie, Esq. James Walker, Esq. emee » Esq. peerage ronnie + 

Charles J. F. Stuart, Esq., Chief Manager. Auditors—Charles Armstrong, Esq.; William Richard Bingley, Esq.; 
nawnnas. Alfred Langdale, Esq. 






The Bank of England; The Union Bank of London. Solicitors—Messrs. Clayton & Sons. 
The Corporation grant drafts and negotiate or collect bills payable at Bankers—Messrs. Coutts & Co. 
Bombay, Calcutta, Madras, Pondicherry, Ceylon, Hong Kong, Shanghai, Actuary—F. Hendriks, Esq. 
Yokohama, Singapore, Mauritius, Melbovrne, and Sydney, on terms This Society purchases reversionary property, life interests, and life 
which may be ascertained at their office. They also issue circular notes policies of assurance, and grants loans on these securities. 











or the use of travellers by the Overland Route. Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office, 
y undertake the agency of parties connected with India, the pur- . F. 8. CLAYTON, Joint 
chase and sale of Indian securities, the safe custody of Indian Government C. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries, 






paper, the receipt of interest, dividends, pay, pensions, &c., and the 
effecting of remittances between the above-named dependencies, 































They al ‘ : 
sate and sae for anor poids, tho forms fr which nay base: | 1@%"4% — TARRAGONES. per doe. 18 

Office hours, 10 to 3; Saturdays, 10 to 2. amashempentegrcsatiier + -<eirryn 

Threadneedle-street, London 1867, Post Orders on Vere Street. 

CHARLES WARD AND SON 
HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED , 
T Established in 1833,—Capital, PAE » WOR MERCHANTS, 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STRERT, LONDON, MAYFAIR, W., LONDON. 

Messrs, GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co,, and BANK OF ENGLAND. | 1s. per dor: TARRAGONES. per doz. 18.8 

Branones in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Oeatey mecenes Lae * the Head fe nomad on =~ ree coe By Royal Command. 
Rian. METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 
Pies received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:—  dieptaad 
Yah lee a eae alall saiae JOSEPH GILLOTT, 

At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto, Respectfully directs the attention of the Commercial Public, and of all 

Excertronat Rass for longer periods than twelve months, particulars who use 
of which may be obtained on application. STEEL PENS, 





Bris issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free tra charge; and ved purchased sen to the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for Quagirr 
for collection, se ’ a srpentnnre . of MatertaL, Easy Action, and Great Doaasitiry, will ensure universal 











Sates anv PoncHasés effected in British and foreign securities, in és 
Fast India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, | THEY CAN BE OBTAINED, RETAIL, OF EVERY DEALER IN 
pees drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. | THE WORLD. - 
very other description of banking business and money agency. | Wholesale at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham : and at the 
British and Tndjan, transacted, . Bhecend | Establishments, 91, John-street, New York ; and 37, Gracechurch-street 
M, BALFOUR, Manager. London, 
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SPECIAL 


NOTICE. 





THE LAW UNION INSURANCE. 


COMPANY 


NOW GRANTS 


WHOLE WORLD AND UNCONDITIONAL LIFE POLICIES 
AT A SLIGHTLY INCREASED PREMIUM. 





This description of Policy is simply an undertaking to pay the Sum Assured on the happening 
at the event on which it is payable without any condition whatever except the payment of the 


Annual Premium. 


To Mortgagees the advantages of such a Policy cannot be over-estimated. 

Members of the Legal Profession are invited to inspect this Form of Policy. 

The conditions on ordinary Life Policies have been recently revised, giving the Assured the 
benefit of all advantages (especially as to travelling) offered by the most liberal offices, 





LOANS GRANTED ON LIFE INTERESTS AND REVERSIONS WITH LIFE ASSURANCES. 
Forms of Proposal and Prospectuses, &., may be had on application to 


126, Chancery-lane. 


FRANK McGEDY, 
Actuary and Secretary, 








peoreant LIFE OFFICE, No. 60, REGENT- 
STREET, LONDON, W. 


EsTaBLisHed 1806. 


Invested Capita), £1,663,919. 
Annual Income, £203,438, 
Bonusses Declared, £1,451,157. 
Claims Paid since the Establishment of the Office, £3,908,452, 





President, 
Taz Rieut Honovnaste Ean Geer. 





The Profits (subject to a trifling deduction) are divided among the Insured. 


Examples of Bonuses added to Policies issued by 
THE PROVIDENT LIFE OFFICE. 


No. of | Date of| Annual Sum | Amount with | 
Policy. | Policy. | Premium. | Insured, |Bonus additions.| 








z 4, a. z z «4. 
194 1510 | 5,000 


4,718 1823 
3,924 1621 165 4 2 5,000 


4,937 1824 205 13 4 4,000 9,637 2 
2,027 1816 122 18 4 4,000 6,576 IL 
3,944 1621 49 15 10 1,000 24% 7 








2 
0 
2 
5,795 1825 157 1 8 5,000 9,258 510 
2 
6 
5 


7% 180% 2918 4 1,000 2,327 13 











| 
| 
| 





Inesvgaxces may be effected in a rt of the kingdom by a letter 
addressed to“ The Secretary,” No. 60, street, London, W. 
Commtseion.—The usual Professional Commission of 10 per Cent. upon 

the First Premium, and 5 per Cent. Renewals, is allowed to So- 
ove and others, and continued to be paid to the party introducing 





Crs FIRE OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT: 
STREET, and No. 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 
ABLISHED 1806. 
Capitat, £700,000. 
Returns paid to Insured, £287,223. Claims paid since the Establish 
ment of the Office, £1,348,975. 
TRUSTEES AND DIRECTORS. 
The Hon. Arthur Kinnaird, M.P. | Henry B. Churchill, Esq. 


Sir Richard D. King, Bart. Richard Dawson, Esq. 
Sir G. E. Welby Gregory, Bart, The Rev. Humphrey W, Sibthorp, 
Samuel Veasey, Esq. eee Frederick Squire, Esq. 

¢., &e, 


. » &e. 
Mavwaotne Dinecror.—John A, Beaumont, Esq. 

The Rates of Premium charged by the County Fire Office are upon the 
lowest scale consistent with security to the Insured, 

All Losses are settled with promptitude and lHberatity, 

When a Policy has existed Seven Years, a Rerurn of 25 per cent. 00 
one-fourth of the Premiums paid, is declared upon such Policies, ' 

The Return thus paid at the present time amount to £297,842. 

The following Table contains the Names of some of the Policy Holders 
who have participated in these Returns :— 














Policy No. Name and Residence of Insured. Bonus. 
£& 5, 4. 
138,142 | W. F. Riley, Esq....s.sssccceseessserenseee | 464 1 0 
156,308 | Messrs, Broadwood, Golden-square ........ +. | 169 7 9 
114,163 | W. T. Copeland, Esq., New Bond-street .... | 83 2 6 
156,784 | Major-General Vyse, Stoke-place, Slough.... | 70 14 10 
143,872 | Peter Thompson, Esq., Frithestreet, Soho.... | 63 9 ! 
99,218 | Sir James J. Hamilton, Bart., Portman-square | 63 0 0 
139,634 | John Amor, Esq., New Bondestreet ...0.... | 8614 0 
69,699 | Lady Jane Rodd, Wimpole-street ......... . | 47 0 6 
257,954 | The Rt. Hon. Earl Howe, Gopsall Hall, Leices- 
TUNTIG ‘vob cii'ccansadoveta wnteace sees | 4015 0 
fen The Rev. S Barters Sarsden, SEO oe a sncas + | 39 it ; 
Ai . H. Ham » Esq. M.P.,Abbotstown, Dublin | 29 
$1,118 | Edward Thornton, Esq., Princes-street, Han- 
OVEF-BQUBTO cecoscccccccccscoce bisbeeoe | 814 0 














CHARLES STEVENS, Secrotary. 


Commisstow,—The usual Commission of 5 per cent. upon New Policies and 
Renewals, is allowed to Solicitors and other Professional Gentlemen 
introducing business to the County Fire Office. 
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